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ag Common Ground 


ceagueeegg on Common Core 
oa aafotme When ideologically diverse top education activists 


and experts come together within the pages of a 
single volume to speak out against the Common 
Core State Standards, the magnitude of the issue 
; ~ couldn't be more clear. Edited by Kirsten Lombard. 
= see (2014, 436pp, pb, $24.95) BKCGCC 


Wait Till It’s Free JBS and TNA 
This documentary film by Colin Royal Twist 
Gunn goes miles beneath the sur- Nickel Pens 


face of ObamaCare to expose the 
100-year progression of socialized 
medicine in America. It outs the eerie 
truth about waiting lines, death pan- 
els, and total disregard for human 
life in socialized healthcare systems. 
(2014, 83min, DVD, $19.95) DVDWTF 
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2015 JBS Calendar JBS Eagle Lapel Pin 


Plan your activism activities with this new JBS monthly calendar. Includes 
available start and end dates for state legislatures and valuable coupon 
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World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101,a book by Rick Biondi 
and Alex Newman, documents the history 
behind the New World Order. It explores the 
history of the world federalist and Atlantic 
Union movements in the U.S. Congress 
and beyond, as well as exposing propo- 
nents of world government using their own 
words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95) 
BKWF101 


Isn't Free Trade 
Good for Everyone? 


A perfect easy-to-mail pamphlet that you can share 
with anyone to introduce them to the dangers of 
free trade agreements. Buy in bulk to get the big- 
gest discount, so you can distribute them to deci- 
sion makers in your community. (2014, 1-9/$.50ea; 
10-24/$.45ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 
1,000+/$.30ea) PFTGE 
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TRADE 
Trading Away Their Oaths 


by William F. Jasper — Support for new “trade agreements” or the 
Transatlantic Policy Network means breaking a congressman's oath. 


How to Pass Disastrous Trade Agreements 

by William F. Jasper — To get passage of a trade deal that would 
devastate many American businesses and workers’ wages, merely 
allow the president to negotiate it without oversight by Congress. 


CRIME 


FBI Wrong on Sony Hack 
by C. Mitchell Shaw — The FBI claims that North Korea hacked Sony 
Pictures. But the FBI has been called out by private-sector analysts. 


CULTURE 


Forget North Korea: Watch Out for Chinese 
Censorship of Hollywood 


by Selwyn Duke — As movie production companies seek 
distribution in China, Beijing increasingly exercises its clout. 


BOOK REVIEW 
Illegally Prosecuted 


by Jack Kenny — How prosecutors break the law to convict the 
innocent, and the woman who is trying to stop it. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 
Bringing On a War 


by Jack Kenny — How a “secret operation” in Afghanistan by 
President Jimmy Carter led to America’s longest war. 
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by Jack Kenny 
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Selling Us Short 


Your recount of the Hunts’ abuse by the Fed 
and inside traders of the financial world, 
“Nelson Bunker Hunt and the Scheme ‘to 
Corner the Silver Market’” (December 
1, 2014 issue), reminded me of a similar 
episode involving potatoes about 20 or 30 
years ago. Some financial wizards were 
selling short to the point that the price of 
potatoes was quite depressed when it came 
time to harvest. (Selling short involves sell- 
ing futures contracts on goods that you do 
not own in the hopes that prices will de- 
cline, enabling the purchase of the com- 
modities at a lower price to make a profit.) 
As I recall, there were two or three major 
potato producers who stood to lose quite a 
bit on their harvest. Their response was to 
just store their potatoes and not send them 
to market. When the potato contracts be- 
came due, there were no potatoes to be had 
to cover the short market. This resulted in 
similar screams for the Fed to do something. 
I have no sympathy for these gamblers 
who want to sell short. While it has a pur- 
pose in some cases, such as a farmer trying 
to lock ina price on his future production, it 
is an unnatural way to do business, and any- 
one who gets caught deserves no respite. I 
feel that it is this type of artificial trading 
with no value added that causes much of 
the undesirable fluctuation in the economy. 
Somebody, somewhere pays for the paper 
profit reaped by these thieves and usually 
it is JQ Public in the form of higher prices. 
KEN LEIFHEIT 

Soldiers Grove, Wisconsin 


Simplifying 
Climate Change 


There are two principles that can help to 
cut through the climate-change confusion. 
First principle: When it comes to sci- 
entific inquiry, scientists first look at the 
facts and then decide what conclusion fol- 
lows as a consequence. When it comes to 
government, politicians first decide what 
conclusion they want to reach and then 
fabricate the “facts” to support it. 

Second principle: The reason climate 
change is so confusing is because there are 
people who stand to gain a great deal of 
money and power by making it confusing. 

The politics of global warming began in 
the 1970s when Great Britain’s Margaret 
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Thatcher sought to make her country less 
dependent on oil from the Middle East and 
from strikes by coal miners, and to promote 
clean nuclear energy instead. So she told 
the Royal Society that government money 
was available if scientists could show that 
emissions from burning coal and oil were 
responsible for global warming. This was 
the origin of the global-warming agenda. 

Thatcher’s efforts were the basis for the 
formation of an international body called 
the IPCC (Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change) under the auspices of the 
United Nations. 

Since the Left was unable to make a valid 
case for socialism with the collapse of the 
Soviet Union, they adopted environmental- 
ism as their new means of waging war on 
capitalism. By claiming that carbon dioxide 
produced by industry was responsible for 
global warming, they now had the means 
to attack capitalism and economic devel- 
opment and redistribute wealth through 
cap-and-trade legislation, with the wealthy 
nations forced to buy carbon credits to emit 
CO), from the poorer countries. 

Climate change is a political agen- 
da. Period. End of discussion. 

WALLACE HOFFMAN 
Sent via e-mail 


Real Angst? 


Would the 40 odd “heads of state” who 
recently gathered in Paris (with its fine 
dining, wines, and other ambience) have 
rallied anywhere else solely in support of 
a raunchy publication? 

Why were they earlier not in Karachi, 
after the much larger killings in Peshawar, 
or Lagos in response to the even larger 
excesses of Boko Haram, or Baghdad to 
mourn the 100,000-plus Iraqi dead resultant 
from the American war machine’s actions? 

Are they not validating the late Josef 
Stalin, who reputedly said: “One death is 
a tragedy; one million is a statistic”? 

How many innocent lives must be 
lost through war or daily abortions be- 
fore Americans again heed the immortal 
words of our Declaration of Independence 
— “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness,” and in that order? 

Why is life today seemingly worth less 
than a printed page? 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 
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Oil Price Decline Hurting Alaska the Most 


Although oil-producing states such as North Dakota and Texas 
are expected to suffer declines in revenues if oil prices continue to 
remain low, other states such as Wyoming, Louisiana, and espe- 
cially Alaska will feel much more than just a temporary pinch. As 
the Standard & Poor’s (S&P) Ratings Service noted January 16, 


If lower prices persist through 2015, the economies and fi- 
nances of the energy producing states — Louisiana, Alaska, 


Wyoming, New Mexico, Oklahoma and North Dakota — 
will be put to the test. 


Oil and mineral revenues account for a third of Wyoming’s 
budget, one-sixth of New Mexico’s, and one-eighth of Louisi- 
ana’s, while Texas — the state that, standing alone, would be 
the eighth-largest oil-producing country in the world — counts 
on less than five percent of its state budget coming from that 
industry. 

But S&P noted in its report that 87 percent of Alaska’s budget 
comes from oil and mineral-related activities. Furthermore, the 
state’s 2015 budget was based on oil at $105 a barrel, where it 
was in June of 2014. By mid-January of 2015 however, oil had 
declined to around $45 a barrel. 

With that decline, expectations have plummeted that Alaska 
will have anything like the $6.1 billion it expected to spend. 
Instead the state’s new governor, Bill Walker, is looking at a 
$3.5-billion shortfall. He is also publicly testing the waters to 
see if Alaskans would even consider imposing on themselves 
an income tax and a sales tax — the state currently has neither 
— while drumming up support for fast-tracking a long-delayed 
natural gas pipeline. As the price of oil drops, so do expectations 
in lots of unlikely places, including Alaska. 


IRS Shares Private Financial Data With Foreign Tyrants 


The IRS announced in a January 12 press release that it will be 
sharing private financial information on U.S. bank account hold- 
ers with foreign powers. No warrant is needed for foreign govern- 
ments or tyrants to peruse the sensitive information at will. The 
latest data-sharing scheme is merely one important part of a much 
broader global taxation regime now being quietly imposed on 
humanity by the White House and its radical allies around the 
world. Obama’s lawless “Foreign Account Tax Compliance Act” 
(FATCA) is the model for it all. 

Under the new data-exchange scheme, any foreign government 
that has signed an “Intergovernmental Agreement” (IGA) with 
the Obama administration has automatic access to the private 
financial data of its residents with U.S. accounts or assets, includ- 
ing Americans. No warrant or even suspicion of wrongdoing is 
required, crushing the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Constitu- 
tion while upending centuries of Western legal protections for 
the right to privacy. 

On the IRS list of foreign governments that will soon be able 
to access the private financial information of their subjects, and 
even some Americans, are many of the most murderous and cor- 
rupt regimes on Earth, including those ruling Communist China, 
Saudi Arabia, Algeria, Belarus, Haiti, Indonesia, Turkey, Turk- 
menistan, Ukraine, Uzbekistan, Iraq, Nicaragua, Brazil, South 
Africa, Qatar, Moldova, and many more. 

Globalists and socialists are quickly working to turn FATCA 
into the basis for a truly global taxation regime long sought by the 
establishment and tyrannical forces such as Socialist International. 


Brutal dictators and Big Government politicians around the world 
have been dreaming about just such a scheme for decades. And 
now, thanks to Obama and FATCA, it may become a reality, at least 
if the opposition fails in the ongoing effort to stop it. Whether the 
global tax cartel or liberty and the Constitution will win in the end, 
though, depends largely on the American people. 
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INSIDE TRACK 


Soros Exposed Orchestrating Ferguson Chaos 


Billionaire George Soros provided at least $33 million in a single 
year to radical leftist groups orchestrating protests and unrest in 
Ferguson, Missouri, and nationwide, according to an explosive 
investigation into filings of the globalist financier’s tax-exempt 
Open Society foundations. Dozens of Soros-funded outfits helped 
lobby the media, bus in “protesters” and “community organizers,” 
coordinate propaganda messaging, create an “echo chamber,” and 
more, the Washington Times revealed on January 14. Based on 
the establishment media’s non-stop parroting of the Soros-funded 
propaganda, the relative success of the strategy was plain to see. 
“There’s a solitary man at the financial center of the Ferguson 
protest movement,” reported the Times, citing financial records 
and interviews with key players about the Soros role in fueling 
the manufactured chaos that engulfed Ferguson. “No, it’s not vic- 


tim Michael Brown or Officer Darren Wilson. It’s not even the 
Rev. Al Sharpton, despite his ubiquitous campaign on TV and 
the streets. Rather, it’s liberal billionaire George Soros, who has 
built a business empire that dominates across the ocean in Europe 
while forging a political machine powered by nonprofit founda- 
tions that impacts American politics and policy, not unlike what 
he did with MoveOn.org.” 

According to the Zimes story, which garnered headlines world- 
wide, Soros organizations helped mobilize demonstrators and 
build up “coalitions” to drum up hysteria. Other Soros organiza- 
tions, meanwhile, reportedly monitored and exploited anything 
related to Ferguson that could be portrayed as a “conservative 
misstep.” Some groups also developed dubious “academic re- 
search” and generated editorials that the establishment press was 
only too happy to promote and parrot. The Soros-funded organ- 
izations “fed off each other,” the Zimes reported, creating what 
the paper described as an “echo chamber’ within social media 
and the mischaracterized “mainstream” press. Even some of the 
“media” outlets hyping the Soros-funded “grassroots” schemes 
are funded by Soros. 

While the Ferguson hysteria from last year appears to have 
died down for now, the key players and financiers are without a 
doubt already plotting their next pseudo-grassroots movement to 
“fundamentally transform” the United States. 


Healthcare.gov Sharing Personal Data With Other Websites 


Experts have long warned that Healthcare.gov, the federal insur- 
ance-exchange website, lacks the necessary security measures to 
protect consumers’ privacy, and now a new vulnerability has been 
uncovered. According to the Associated Press, “dozens” of third- 
party websites track Healthcare.gov users’ activity — including 
some very personal details — potentially enabling them to profit 
from such data. 

The AP asked Catchpoint Systems, which specializes in Inter- 
net performance testing and monitoring, to evaluate Healthcare. 
gov’s performance. The company “came across some 50 third- 
party connections embedded on HealthCare.gov,” the news ser- 
vice reported January 20. “They attracted attention because such 
connections can slow down websites. They work in the back- 
ground, unseen to most consumers.” 

The AP ran its own test and found that “in one 10-minute visit 
to HealthCare.gov recently, dozens of websites were accessed 
behind the scenes. They included Google’s data-analytics ser- 
vice, Twitter, Facebook and a host of online advertising provid- 
ers.” Some of these outside websites “can even glean details 
such as your age, income, ZIP code, whether you smoke or if 
you are pregnant.” 

The Obama administration maintains that such third-party 
connections exist to help the government improve the website 
but that consumers needn’t be concerned that these outside par- 
ties might use this information for personal gain. Outside ven- 
dors “are prohibited from using information from these tools 


on HealthCare.gov for their companies’ purposes,” spokesman 
Aaron Albright told the AP. The tools, he said, are used to mea- 
sure website performance so that consumers get “a simpler, more 
streamlined and intuitive experience.” 

The AP wrote that thus far, “there is no evidence that personal 
information from HealthCare.gov has been misused, but the high 
number of outside connections is raising questions.” After all, 
the more times data is replicated to different servers, the more 
opportunities there are for security breaches. Thus, even if ven- 
dors don’t profit from Healthcare.gov data, hackers just might. 
With every passing day, the security of Healthcare.gov — and 
the administration’s concern for average Americans — is called 
into greater question. Ml 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Debate About the Keystone Pipeline Continues 

“The only thing the federal government needs to do is get out of the way 
and let Americans do what they do best: dream, innovate and prosper.” 
Senator Ted Cruz (R-Texas) also claims that increasing and sharing 
America’s energy production would help other nations break free of 
dependence on “petro-tyrants like Russia’s Vladimir Putin.” 


Jews in France Consider Relocating to Israel 

“Tn Israel, there is an Iron Dome to protect us. Here we feel vulnerable 
and exposed. We are afraid to send our children to school.” 
Referring to Israel’s anti-missile defense system, Parisian art store 
owner Jacqueline Cohen responded to the slaughter by Islamist mili- 
tants of some French Jews in a kosher market. An official of the Jewish Agency for Israel predicted that 
more than 50,000 Jews will leave France for Israel in the next few years. 


AP Images 


House Republicans Vote to Cancel 

Obama’s Favors for Illegal Immigrants 

“We are either a nation of laws, or we are lawless.” 

The House voted 236 to 191 to cancel legal protections for millions 
of illegal immigrants. Representative Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.) 
sponsored the measure to overturn President Obama’s executive 
mandate that seeks to give them legal status. 


Anti-fracking Activists Considered Frauds 

“A ban does not address our underlying needs. It clarifies the agenda 
of the activists, which is, ‘We don’t want any oil and gas develop- 
ment, although we as a community will continue to consume oil 
and gas.’” 

Tisha Schuller, the president of the Colorado Oil and Gas Associa- 
tion, believes the opponents of fracking are hypocrites. 
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Ferguson Grand Jury Member Wants Gag Order Removed 

“Right now, there are only 12 people who can’t talk about the evidence. The people who know the most 
are sworn to secrecy. What this grand juror wants is to be able to be part of the conversation.” 

Anxious to challenge the prosecutor’s claim that all 12 jurors believed there was no evidence to support 
the claim that the policeman was at fault in the fatal shooting of Michael Brown, an unnamed member 
of the grand jury is being represented by ACLU attorney Tony Rothert. 


Promises About ObamaCare Not Being Honored 
“Out of 3,500 employees, only one that we know of got the kind of insurance that the architects of the 
Affordable Care Act wanted everyone to have.” 

After surveying the employees of 136 fast-food restaurants, Independent Institute senior fellow John 
Goodman discovered that many previous full-time employees have 
been downgraded to part-time and now earn less and also find 
themselves ineligible for the mandated health insurance required by 
ObamaCare for full-time employees. 


Unemployment Figures Grossly Misleading 

“While the official unemployment rate is 5.6 percent, real unemploy- 

ment (counting those who have given up looking for jobs and those 

who are working part time when they want to work full time) is 11.2 

percent, and youth unemployment is 17.7 percent.” 

An admitted socialist who regularly votes with the Democrats, Sena- 

tor Bernie Sanders (/-Vt.) blasted the Obama administration’s re- 

cent claims about unemployment. He insists the unemployment figure 

is exactly twice what the government has published. @ Bernie 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Sanders 
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Their Oath 


Support for new “trade agreements” or the Transatlantic 
Policy Network means breaking a congressman's oath. 


by William F. Jasper 


n the opening day of each new 
Congress, every member of the 


U.S. Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives takes an oath of office to “sup- 
port and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign 


and domestic” and “bear true faith and 
allegiance to the same.” For many mem- 
bers, no doubt, this solemn act is merely a 
perfunctory ceremony, but it is a morally 
and legally binding act, nevertheless, and 
one that should not be taken lightly. And 
each member will soon be severely tested 
regarding that sworn duty. 


Will it be possible, for instance, for rep- 
resentatives and senators to honor their 
oaths to “support and defend” the Constitu- 
tion and “bear true faith and allegiance” to 
it, and at the same time to vote for so-called 
trade agreements that surrender American 
sovereignty to international tribunals that 
would be empowered to override that same 
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Constitution — not to mention our state = | eqaked documents of the Trans-Pacific Partnership 


constitutions and national, state, and local 
laws? To vote for agreements that establish 
new institutions of supranational gover- 
nance with evolving powers — legislative, 
executive, and judicial — that subvert and 
supplant the Constitution? To vote for these 
same agreements that have been crafted in 
secrecy by the Obama administration and 
select corporate interests — with Congress 
completely excluded — in violation of the 
Constitution’s mandate for Congress, not 
the president, “to regulate Commerce with 
foreign Nations”? 

We are not conjuring up mere theoreti- 
cal threats here. Previously enacted “trade 
agreements” have already delivered rul- 
ings by NAFTA and World Trade Organ- 
ization (WTO) tribunals that have over- 
ruled U.S. laws and U.S. federal and state 
court rulings. Georgetown University law 
professor John D. Echeverria has charac- 
terized this development as “the biggest 
threat to United States judicial indepen- 
dence that no one has heard of and even 
fewer people understand,” while Hofstra 
University law professor Peter Spiro says 
it “points to a fundamental reorientation of 
our constitutional system.” 

This writer would go further and posit 
that it points, manifestly, to the aboli- 
tion of our constitutional system. Leaked 
documents of the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP), the 
latest agreements that may soon come be- 
fore Congress, reveal, for example, they 
would exempt foreign corporations from 
our laws and regulations, placing the reso- 
lution of any disputes over these matters 
in the hands of an international tribunal. In 
addition to the threat to our constitution- 
al system, this represents a deadly blow 
aimed at the vast majority of domestic 
business enterprises that do not engage in 
foreign commerce. They would be left at a 
distinct disadvantage, remaining shackled 
with oppressive regulations and taxes that 
their foreign competitors could evade. 

But the dangers we have outlined 
above do not emanate only — or prin- 
cipally — from the TPP and TTIP docu- 
ments themselves. Even more alarming 
than the various threats that have been 
exposed thus far in these agreements is 
the fact that many of the congressional 
leaders who are shepherding the TPP 
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(TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 

Partnership (TTIP), the latest agreements that may 
soon come before Congress, reveal, for example, 
they would exempt foreign corporations from our 


laws and regulations. 


and TTIP through Congress are members 
of an organization that is committed to 
merging the United States — politically 
and economically — with the European 
Union (see the complete list of con- 
gressmen on page 12), as well as with a 
similar arrangement in the Asia-Pacific 
region. We are referring to the Transat- 
lantic Policy Network (TPN), which has 
been the behind-the-scenes driver of the 
transatlantic union effort for more than 
two decades, and which makes its intent 
very clear in its own writings, as we shall 
show. Should this goal of transatlantic 
union be fully realized, it would effec- 
tively mean the abolition of the United 
States as a free and independent nation. 


Network of Networks 

The TPN boasts of being the “network 
of networks” among elite political, busi- 
ness, and academic globalists pushing for 


transatlantic political and economic “inte- 
gration” and “convergence” of the United 
States and the EU. The TPN website notes 
that from the group’s inception in 1994 it 
has “argued that a deeper transatlantic re- 
lationship must link political, economic 
and security interests, otherwise it would 
ultimately fail.” TPN’s “mission,” accord- 
ing to its website, is “to promote and assist 
the convergence of EU/US Government 
policies.” The TPN’s 1995 “Partnership 
Project” called for combining NATO with 
a merged EU-U.S. “in a single political 
framework by early in the next century.” 
In its 2008 report, Completing the Trans- 
atlantic Market, the TPN put a finer point 
on the matter, revealing that “the process 
of creating a Transatlantic Market will be 
an integral step in the evolution toward an 
eventual Transatlantic Partnership Agree- 
ment embracing the economic, political, 


State of the globalist union: President Obama used his 2015 State of the Union address to 
once again promote transatlantic union (TTIP) with the EU and trans-Pacific union (TPP) with 


APEC nations. 
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tionship.” (Emphasis added.) “Totality” 
— that’s, well, total. The significance of 
this claim has not been lost on the TPN’s 
fellow globalists. World Bank economist 
Dominic Ruiz Devesa, for instance, writ- 
ing in Freedom & Union, the journal of 
the TPN-allied Streit Council, acknowl- 
edged that this objective followed the plan 
of Jean Monnet, the socialist “father” of 
the EU, for total “integration,” not merely 
economic and trade cooperation. 

“Thus transatlantic economic integra- 
tion, though important in itself, is not the 
end,” noted Dr. Devesa. “As understood 
by Jean Monnet, economic integration 
must and will lead to political integra- 
tion, since an integrated market requires AP Images 
common institutions producing common _§peaking for whom? Speaker of the House John Boehner is the top Republican member of 


rules to govern it.” Jean Monnet, Robert _ the Transatlantic Policy Network (TPN), which seeks total political and economic U.S.-EU 
Schuman, and the other EU architects and “convergence” and “integration.” 


Is Your Congressman “Committed to the Objectives of TPN’? 


CG he TPN Congressional Group has 35 Members of the United Michael Conaway (R-Texas) - 

States Senate and Congress committed to the objectives of Jim Costa (D-Calif.) i - \ 
TPN,” the Transatlantic Policy Network boasted in its 1998 report Joseph Crowley (D-N.Y.) , v 
“Toward Transatlantic Partnership.” That even a single U.S. repre- Susan Davis (D-Calif.) > * 
sentative or senator would commit to TPN objectives is very trou- John Dingell (D-Mich.) 


bling indeed, since the transatlantic union the TPN is working to Eliot Engel (D-N.Y.) 
create would trump the U.S. Constitution and spell the end of an Sam Farr (D-Calif.) 


independent United States. Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.) Bob 

A list of the U.S. senators and representatives who belong to the Doc Hastings (R-Wash.) Goodlatte 
TPN Congressional Group, as currently listed on the TPN website, Steve Israel (D-N.Y.) 
follows. (Note: TPN House member Darrell Issa (R-Calif.) 


Eric Cantor was defeated in the 2014 
Republican primary. John Dingell, 
Doc Hastings, Mike McIntyre, James 
Moran, and Allyson Schwartz retired 


Ron Kind (D-Wis.) 

Sander Levin (D-Mich.) 
Kenny Marchant (R-Texas) 
Jim McDermott (D-Wash.) 


in January 2015.) Mike McIntyre (D-N.C.) ' 
John Mica (R-Fla.) y 
Senators Candice Miller (R-Mich.) Candice 
Thad Cochran (R-Miss.) James Moran (D-Va.) Miller 
Mark Kirk (R-III.) Erik Paulsen (R-Minn.) 


Barbara Mikulski (D-Md.) 
Pat Roberts (R-Kan.) 
Roger Wicker (R-Miss.) 


Ed Perlmutter (D-Colo.) 
Collin Peterson (D-Minn.) 
Dennis Ross (R-Fla.) 

Ed Royce (R-Calif.) 


Representatives Allyson Schwartz (D-Pa.) 
Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.) F. James Sensenbrenner (R-Wis.) 
John Boehner (R-Ohio) Fred Upton (R-Mich.) 


Greg Walden (R-Ore.) Greg 


Kevin Brady (R-Texas) 
Joe Wilson (R-S.C.) Walden 


Eric Cantor (R-Va.) 
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their American counterparts knew that 
they could not hope to foist this scheme 
on the peoples of Europe if they laid this 
plan out openly and honestly. As Monnet’s 
admiring biographers Serge and Merry 
Bromberger wrote, when Monnet’s cote- 
rie of fellow internationalists saw his plan 
for “the project” that would evolve into the 
EU, they recognized that an “idea of revo- 
lutionary daring” was being born. 

“Gradually, it was thought, the supra- 
national authorities, supervised by the Eu- 
ropean Council of Ministers at Brussels 
and the Assembly in Strasbourg, would 
administer all the activities of the Con- 
tinent,” wrote the Brombergers. “A day 
would come when governments would be 
forced to admit that an integrated Europe 
was an accomplished fact, without their 
having had a say in the establishment of its 
underlying principles. All they would have 
to do was to merge all these autonomous 
institutions into a single federal adminis- 
tration and then proclaim a United States 
of Europe.” 

The EU architects, noted the Brom- 
bergers, “would have to obtain from the 
various national governments ... a whole 
series of concessions in regard to their 
sovereign rights until, having been finally 
stripped, they committed hara-kiri by ac- 
cepting the merger.” 

This national “hara-kiri” — suicide by 
disembowelment — is an apropos descrip- 
tion of the total “integration” scheme that is 
now being completed in the EU, and which 
the TTIP/TPP architects now intend to foist 
on the United States. Their phenomenal 
success thus far is due to their prowess at 
lying and deceiving, and their infiltration 
and gradual control over political, finan- 
cial, academic, and media institutions. 

One of the many audacious admissions 
along these lines is provided by Arnold J. 
Toynbee, the famous historian of the Royal 
Institute of International Affairs (other- 
wise known as Chatham House). “I will 
merely repeat that we are at present work- 
ing, discreetly, but with all our might, to 
wrest this mysterious political force called 
sovereignty out of the clutches of the local 
national states of our world,” he wrote in 
the Chatham House journal /nternational 
Affairs, in 1931. “And,” he continued, “all 
the time we are denying with our lips what 
we are doing with our hands.” 

Chatham House is one of the TPN’s 
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“Cooperating Institutions,” a veritable 
A-list of globalist organizations that have 
been leading the push toward world gov- 
ernment for much of the past century: 
Council on Foreign Relations, Aspen In- 
stitute, Brookings Institution, Carnegie 
Endowment for International Peace, At- 
lantic Council of the United States, U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, European-Amer- 
ican Business Council — and many more. 

For much of its existence, the TPN 
has been led by top one-worlder Peter 
Sutherland: TPN founding president and 
currently TPN EU honorary president, 
chairman of Goldman Sachs International 
and British Petroleum, the first director 
general of the World Trade Organization 
(WTO), steering committee member of 
the Bilderberg Group, currently honorary 
chairman of the Trilateral Commission, 
and formerly European chairman of the 
Trilateral Commission. 

“TTIP is the culmination of a long jour- 
ney that began in the 1990s, with many 
starts and stops along the way,” says the 
TPN, in its 2013 report The Transatlan- 
tic Trade and Investment Partnership: 
Completing the Strategic Vision. “TPN 
seminars for policy makers and business 
leaders,” it notes, “have been instrumental 
in the creation of the New Transatlantic 
Agenda, the Transatlantic Business Dia- 
logue, the Transatlantic Economic Partner- 
ship and the Transatlantic Economic Coun- 
cil, all precursors of the TTIP. TPN annual 
reports have raised ambitions and framed 


the debate over the future of the transatlan- 
tic economic and strategic partnership.” In 
truth, the TPN program, as detailed in its 
reports and seminars, has been more than 
“instrumental”; it is no exaggeration to 
say that the TPN merger agenda has been 
transferred virtually word-for-word, point- 
by-point, into official policy by U.S. and 
EU presidents, prime ministers, and legis- 
lators. THE NEW AMERICAN has previously 
exposed the TPN, but the vast majority of 
Americans have never heard of the orga- 
nization and have not the slightest inkling 
that it poses an imminent threat to our 
nation. But with the TTIP and TPP about 
to be acted on in Congress, it is vital that 
every American be alerted to the fact that 
some of our top elected officials in Con- 
gress are also leading lights in the TPN. 

Speaker of the House John Boehner (R- 
Ohio) and House Majority Leader Kevin 
Brady (R-Texas) are TPN members, as 
are fellow House Republicans John Mica 
of Florida, Darrell Issa of California, and 
Kenny Marchant of Texas. TPN members 
among the House Democrats include Jim 
Costa and Susan Davis of California, Ron 
Kind of Wisconsin, and Sander Levin of 
Michigan. The Senate’s five TPN mem- 
bers include four Republicans: Thad 
Cochran, Mississippi; Mark Kirk, Illinois; 
Pat Roberts, Kansas; and Roger Wicker, 
Mississippi. Barbara Mikulski of Mary- 
land is currently the sole Senate Democrat 
member of the TPN. 

In its 1998 report Toward Transatlantic 


Networked for what? 
Leading Democrat 
Senator Barbara 
Mikulski of Maryland 
is a member of the 
TPN “network of 
networks” of globalist 


corporations and 
politicians. 
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Many of the congressional leaders who are 
shepherding the TPP and TTIP through Congress 
are members of an organization that is committed 
to merging the United States — politically and 
economically — with the European Union. 


Partnership, the TPN makes this boast: 
“The TPN Congressional Group has 35 
Members of the United States Senate and 
Congress committed to the objectives of 
TPN.” Of concern here is what it means 
for these members of Congress to be 
“committed to the objectives of TPN.” 
Can they be committed to those “objec- 
tives” and their oath to the Constitution at 
the same time? Anyone taking the time to 
study the TPN’s reports, studies, articles, 
and seminars would have to answer in the 
negative. 


Oath Breakers 

The TPN’s substantial influence derives 
from the coordinated actions of its mem- 
bers and associates in politics, business, 
finance, academe, and think tanks. Its 
elite corporate membership includes such 
too-big-to-fail “bailout kings” as JPMor- 
gan, Citibank, and HSBC, as well as the 
usual lineup of “crony capitalist” multi- 
nationals that feed at the public trough 
and benefit from government interven- 
tionism and taxpayer largess through 
“public-private partnerships”: Caterpil- 
lar, Time-Warner, Boeing, Microsoft, 
Oracle, Pfizer, Disney, Hewlett Packard, 
Coca-Cola, GE, IBM, Eli Lilly, Amgen, 
BASF — to name a few. 

The TPN’s affiliation and cooperation 
with the Streit Council provides further 
confirmation of the regional and even 
global governance envisioned by TPN. 
Named for Clarence Streit (1896-1986), 
the former New York Times writer who 
was an ardent campaigner for EU-style 
global government, the council contin- 
ues to promote the agenda laid out in his 
best-selling book, Union Now (1939), 
and Freedom's Frontier: Atlantic Union 
Now (1961). Many TPN members, in- 
cluding members of Congress, regularly 
write for the Streit Council’s Freedom & 
Union journal and speak at its conferenc- 
es. Representative Jim Costa (D-Calif.), 
for instance, authored an article for the 
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same issue cited above with Dr. Devesa’s 
essay, in which he (Costa) notes that the 
TPN members “Agree to a target date of 
2015 to complete the transatlantic market 
between the United States and Europe.” 
That was eight years ago, and here we are, 
2015, and — mirabile dictu — TTIP is 
right on schedule! 

Again, it must be asked: Can members 
of Congress be true to their oaths and the 
TPN’s objectives? The TPN calls for politi- 
cal, economic, military, and security “inte- 
gration” between the European Union and 
the United States. It calls for the “existing 
inter-parliamentary exchange” between 
members of the European Parliament and 
the U.S. Congress to be “transformed 
into a de facto ‘Transatlantic Assembly,’” 
which, presumably, would gradually usurp 
control over American national, state, and 
local lawmaking in the same manner that 
the EU Parliament (along with the EU ex- 
ecutive and judicial structures) has seized 
control in Europe. 

In 2007, President Bush, German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel (who was 
then serving as president of the European 
Council), and then-European Commis- 
sion President José Manuel Barroso set 


Subversion central: The EU 
Commission, headquartered in Brussels, 
Belgium, has gradually subverted and 
destroyed the national sovereignty of 
the EU member states and is rapidly 
becoming the dictator of Europe. 


up the Transatlantic Economic Council 
(TEC), precisely as recommended by the 
TPN (and as envisioned by Clarence St- 
reit). Following the methods advocated 
by Monnet and practiced in the EU, Bush, 
Merkel, and Barroso created this official 
body that is carrying out far-reaching 
subversion of our national sovereignty, 
without any constitutional amendment 
and without any legislation from Con- 
gress — indeed, with barely a peep from 
Congress, other than the praises sung by 
the TPN choir. 

The TPN members of the U.S. Congress 
and their fellow TTIP/TPP promoters in 
the House and Senate are, in fact, acting as 
agents of the TPN and the globalist think 
tanks and corporations behind it, to cause 
the United States government — a la the 
Monnet Plan — to commit hara-kiri. 


ObamaTrade’s Handmaidens 
In his State of the Union address on Janu- 
ary 20, 2015, President Obama heralded 
American exporters as the key to job cre- 
ation and declared “new trade partnerships 
with Europe and the Asia-Pacific will help 
them create more jobs.” “We need to work 
together,” the president said, “on tools 
like bipartisan trade promotion authority 
[TPA] to protect our workers, protect our 
environment, and open new markets to 
new goods stamped ‘Made in the USA.’” 

Republican lawmakers applauded this 
renewed White House push for the TTIP 
and TPP. 

However, these agreements are stirring 
widespread, fierce opposition as more and 
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more Americans (as well as citizens in 
Europe and the Asia-Pacific nations) are 
becoming aware that these “partnerships” 
are about far, far more than trade and tar- 
iffs. After all, our tariffs are already at an 
all-time low — an issue itself that is wor- 
thy of vigorous debate. However, from 
what is already known from the admin- 
istration’s own statements and publicity 
releases, as well as from official texts that 
have been leaked, the TPP and TTIP deal 
with a multitude of issues — from alterna- 
tive energy, global warming, sustainable 
development, and immigration, to home- 
land security, global military intervention, 
copyright enforcement, Internet control/ 
censorship — and much more. 

The website of the U.S. trade repre- 
sentative lists the following as some of 
the areas that are being negotiated in the 
secret TTIP conferences: “Agricultural 
Market Access, Competition, Cross-Bor- 
der Services, Customs and Trade Facilita- 
tion, Electronic Commerce and Telecom- 
munications, Energy and Raw Materials, 
Environment Financial Services, Govern- 
ment Procurement, Intellectual Property 
Rights, Investment, Labor, ... Rules of 
Origin, Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) 
Measures, Sectoral Annexes/Regulatory 
Cooperation, Small- and Medium-Sized 
Enterprises, State-Owned Enterprises, 
Technical Barriers to Trade (TBT), Tex- 
tiles, Trade Remedies.” 

As EU Trade Commissioner Cecilia 
Malmstrom stated — in what was prob- 
ably an accidental act of candor — the 
TTIP “is not just another trade negotia- 
tion.” That much is strikingly obvious. 
The same is true for the TPP. 

At present, the TPP consists of the 
United States, Japan, Australia, Peru, 
Malaysia, Vietnam, New Zealand, Chile, 
Singapore, Canada, Mexico, and Brunei 
Darussalam. Communist China has sig- 
naled that it may want to join, and U.S. 
officials say they’re fine with that. Russia 
is also a TPP candidate. Ultimately, say 
the TPP proponents, the “partnership” 
will be “widened” — in the same way 
that the EU has been — to take on more 
members, until it culminates in a Free 
Trade Area of the Asia Pacific (FTAAP) 
that includes virtually all of the Pacific 
Rim nations. In tandem with the “widen- 
ing” process is the “deepening” process, 
by which the regional executive bureau- 
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Not COOL: NAFTA, WTO, and other trade agreements are overriding Americans’ rights. The WTO 
has declared that the U.S. Country of Origin Labeling law (COOL) is illegal. 


cracy, legislative body, and judicial tri- 
bunals steadily assert ever more author- 
ity over virtually every sphere of human 
activity. 

One of the earliest authors of the TTIP 
effort was the late Warren Christopher, 
who served as secretary of state to Presi- 
dent Clinton and was a foreign policy 
advisor to President Obama. In a 1995 
speech in Madrid, Spain, entitled “Chart- 
ing a Transatlantic Agenda for the 21st 
Century,” Secretary Christopher declared: 
“The long term objective is the integra- 
tion of the economies of North America 
and Europe, consistent with the principles 
of the WTO [World Trade Organization].” 
This, said he, “will align our efforts to 
promote transatlantic integration with the 
forces of integration around the world.” 

Secretary Christopher, who was a direc- 
tor and vice chairman of the TPN-allied 
Council on Foreign Relations, a director of 
the Trilateral Commission, and a partici- 
pant in the Bilderberg Group, specifically 
commended the EU process of “progres- 
sively closer integration, both economic 
and political” as the model to follow. 


Global Rules, Global Rulers 

We have some idea of where integration 
“consistent with the principles of the 
WTO” is taking us, from recent rulings 
of that global body. Only a few months 
ago, on October 20, 2014, the WTO ruled 
— for the second time — that the U.S. 
Country of Origin Labeling (COOL) 


law is illegal, even though a U.S. federal 
court had upheld the law. COOL, which 
requires imported foreign meat to carry a 
label naming the country of origin, was 
challenged as discriminatory by meat ex- 
porters from our NAFTA partners Mexico 
and Canada. Let us be clear: The COOL 
law does not prohibit or restrict any prod- 
uct; it merely says American consumers 
have a right to know where meat is com- 
ing from, so they can make an informed 
decision on whether or not to buy it. 
Sound reasonable? The U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia Circuit 
thought so. The U.S. court ruled against 
Canada and Mexico and concluded that 
COOL complies with the U.S. Constitu- 
tion and that Congress had authority to 
enact the law. 

But the U.S. Constitution, U.S. laws, and 
U.S. courts don’t mean anything to the WTO 
— thank you, Secretary Christopher — 
which ruled against COOL and the right of 
Americans to know if the food they’ re eat- 
ing was produced in a foreign country. As 
a side note, more than one legal analyst has 
noted that one of the “judges” on the WTO’s 
three-member panel that decided the case 
in favor of Canada and Mexico was a Mex- 
ican national, a blatant conflict of interest 
that violates the basic canons of 
jurisprudence. 

Along the same lines, Vietnam has 
threatened to sue the United States in 
the WTO if the United States imposes 
proposed more-stringent inspection 
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standards on Vietnamese-raised catfish, 
which have been notorious for being 
farmed under heavily toxic conditions. 
The WTO’s little sister, NAFTA, 
has, likewise, been flexing its judicial 
muscles. When NAFTA was being pro- 
moted as the panacea for our trade and 
unemployment ills, THE NEW AMERICAN 
warned that among the many dangers 
posed by the pact would be the creation 
of NAFTA tribunals (in Chapter 11 of 
the agreement) that would wreak judi- 
cial havoc. It took a few years for the 
tribunals to be established and lawsuits 
to be filed, but when the reckoning fi- 
nally started, the NAFTA promoters 
feigned total surprise that such a das- 
tardly outcome could possibly happen. 
When the highest court in Massachu- 
setts ruled against a Canadian real estate 
company’s claim, the company appealed 
the decision to the U.S. Supreme Court, 
which declined to hear its appeal. Case 
closed, right? Not so; the company took 
their case to a NAFTA court, which, in 
2004, ruled in favor of the Canadians, 
overruling the highest courts of the State 
of Massachusetts and the United States. 
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John Kerry, who was then a U.S. sena- 
tor for Massachusetts, attempted to ab- 
solve himself from any culpability (he 
had voted for NAFTA) by claiming igno- 
rance. “When we debated NAFTA,” Kerry 
insisted, “not a single word was uttered in 
discussing Chapter 11. Why? Because we 
didn’t know how this provision would 
play out. No one really knew just how high 
the stakes would get.” 

“We didn’t know’? That’s the defense? 
But it was Senator Kerry’s duty — and 
the duty of every member of Congress 
— to know what was in the agreement 
before casting a vote for it. And it just 
might have been debated thoroughly if 
Senator Kerry and his colleagues had not 
rushed NAFTA through on “fast track” 
authority for President Clinton. Now as 
secretary of state, Kerry is one of the 
point men trying to fast-track the TPP/ 
TTIP free trade agenda through for Presi- 
dent Obama. And these are much bigger 
agreements involving many more coun- 
tries than the three-member NAFTA. We 
know they will offer even more potential 
for subversive attacks on every aspect of 
our political and economic systems. 
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We will drag you into the (EU) kicking 


or screaming if necessary - 


Frank Piplat, public relations officer of the European 
Community, Bonn, West Germany, 1990 
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Baked-in Subversion 

We know this because subversion is 
baked into the recipe. How do we know 
this? The chefs tell us so. One example: 
On February 12, 2013, the Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR) held a panel dis- 
cussion at Princeton University entitled 
“The G20: Prospects and Challenges for 
Global Governance,” which was video- 
taped and is available for viewing on the 
organization’s cfr.org website. The four 
panelists were dismayed that the G20 (the 
Group of 20 international forum of major 
economies) is so “ineffective,” lacking 
genuine “governance” powers. Among 
the notable comments was this approving 
remark from CFR member Ian Bremmer, 
president of the Eurasia Group: “The EU 
is much more significant. There’s real 
subversion of sovereignty by the EU that 
works.” 

It was apparent that the panelists all fa- 
vored this type of EU-style, sovereignty- 
subverting “governance.” The Council 
on Foreign Relations, as this magazine 
has been documenting for decades, was 
the brain trust that guided and directed 
the formation of the European Common 
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“Trade” trap: Using the promise of “jobs and prosperity” as bait, globalists are trying to trap America in a tangle of regional “trade” regimes that 


can be merged into a world government. 
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TPN vampire in the shadows: Peter Sutherland, chairman of Goldman Sachs International (aka 
“The Vampire Squid”) and a leader of the Trilateral Commission and the Bilderberg Group, is the 


TPN’s éminence grise. 


Market, and helped it along each sover- 
eignty-subverting step toward its present 
incarnation as the European Union. 

In an essay for the November/Decem- 
ber 2014 issue of the CFR’s journal For- 
eign Affairs, U.S. Trade Representative 
Michael Froman hymned the praises of 
the TTIP and TPP, and called on Congress 
to pass TPA “fast track” authority so that 
ObamaTrade could start performing its 
promised economic wonders. Froman’s 
piece, “The Strategic Logic of Trade: 
New Rules of the Road for the Global 
Market,” audaciously claims that “the 
Obama administration has worked to 
make its trade agenda the most transpar- 
ent in U.S. history.” 

“These efforts,” Froman goes on to 
say, “have given unprecedented weight 
to public input and congressional over- 
sight.” Incredible — even for an admin- 
istration as infamously brazen for se- 
crecy, cover-up, stonewalling, and lying 
as the current one. What “transparency” 
and “congressional oversight” is Froman 
talking about? It’s not merely “rightwing 
extremists” and zany “Tea Partiers” who 
are challenging Team Obama on these 
transparency claims; some of the harsh- 
est criticism on this score is coming from 
“progressives” of his own party: Oregon 
Senator Ron Wyden, Massachusetts Sen- 
ator Elizabeth Warren, Vermont Sena- 
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tor Bernie Sanders (who caucuses with 
Democrats), Florida Representative Alan 
Grayson, Connecticut Representative 
Rosa DeLauro, California Representative 
George Miller, New York Representative 
Nydia Velasquez, California Representa- 
tive Maxine Waters — and many others. 
As we report in more detail in our ac- 
companying article on Trade Promotion 
Authority on page 18, elected members 
of Congress have been protesting and 
complaining to the administration for 
two years that they are being shut out 
of the negotiations and denied access to 
the TPP/TTIP documents, while special 
“cleared” representatives of, for example, 
the Halliburton Corporation, pharmaceu- 
tical manufacturers, and the Motion Pic- 
ture Association of America are given 
passwords to access the documents on- 
line at their leisure. In 2012, more than 30 
law professors signed a letter denounc- 
ing the secrecy and calling for genuine 
“public transparency, accountability and 
input.” In Decem- 
ber of 2014, the 
Electronic Freedom 
Foundation and doz- 
ens of organizations 
from the TPP coun- 
tries signed a letter 
to the TPP negotiat- 
ing ministers calling 
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for the release of the texts of the TPP 
agreement, which, Froman’s transpar- 
ency assertions notwithstanding, still has 
not been publicly released. 

Why the secrecy? What’s there to hide? 
Plenty, as it turns out. Leaked copies of 
the TPP chapter on intellectual property 
rights this past year, for instance, touched 
off global protests as it became known 
that the TPP text would turn alleged 
copyright infringement into a powerful 
weapon for private parties and govern- 
ments to censor distribution of informa- 
tion over the Internet. 

“This leaked text also revealed new 
terms on the misuse of trade secrets,” 
notes the Electronic Frontier Founda- 
tion. “These are dangerously vague and 
could be used to enact harsh criminal 
punishments against anyone who reveals 
or even accesses information through an 
allegedly confidential ‘computer system.’ 
This language could have alarming con- 
sequences if it obligates nations to enact 
new laws that could be used to crack 
down on journalists and whistleblowers. 
It’s no wonder TPP negotiations contin- 
ued to be as secretive as ever this year 
— policymakers are taking advantage of 
back-room policymaking to criminalize 
the very people who help public interest 
groups like EFF understand what’s con- 
tained in these agreements.” 

The TTIP and TPP represent all-out, 
full-scale assaults on — and an existential 
threat to — our national sovereignty, our 
national independence, our constitutional 
form of limited government, and our in- 
dividual rights and freedoms. Congress 
must reject both the TPP and TTIP. And 
members of Congress who are members 
of the subversive TPN must be confronted 
and publicly exposed. And, to make sure 
that these dangerous schemes cannot be 
rushed through Congress on the fast track, 
a sufficient number of Americans must 
convince Congress to reject Trade Promo- 
tion Authority (TPA). 
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How to Pass 


Disastrous Trade Agreements 


To get passage of a trade deal that would devastate 
many American businesses and workers’ wages, merely 
allow the president to negotiate it without oversight by 
Congress — and then rush it through Congress on a “fast 
track,” without examination or debate. 


Imports flood in; jobs flood out: Like NAFTA and CAFTA, TPP and TTIP will accelerate the 
outsourcing of American jobs and increase U.S. dependence on imports for our basic necessities. 


by William F. Jasper 


“We need to work together on tools like 

bipartisan trade promotion authority.” 
— President Barack Obama, State of 
the Union Address, January 20, 2015 


“The president made very clear last night 
that TPA [Trade Promotion Authority] and 
TPP is now a top presidential priority and 

now is the time to get it done.”’ 
— top White House aide Evan Me- 
deiros, in remarks at the Brookings Insti- 
tution, January 21, 2015 


he big push is on. The “Obama- 

| Trade Express” is taking off. With 
the help of Republicans as well as 
Democrats, Obama is bound and deter- 
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mined to pass the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP) and the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP), both 
of which are officially termed “free trade 
agreements,” though they do not propose 
merely to set uniform low tariffs and 
allow trade to happen. 

Opponents of these two agreements 
often refer to them as “NAFTA on ste- 
roids,” which is an appropriate monick- 
er in several ways. One, like the North 
American Free Trade Agreement, they 
are likely to devastate employment and 
wages in the United States and exacer- 
bate bad environmental outcomes in the 
name of free trade. Two, like NAFTA, 
participating congressmen and interna- 
tional corporations will put a full-court 
press on reticent Americans and politi- 


cians to pass these agreements on the 
“fast track.” 

That means getting Congress to pass 
Trade Promotion Authority (TPA). That’s 
the new name for what used to be called 
fast track authority, which had to be dis- 
carded because it had become associated 
in too many minds with the sleazy and 
underhanded campaigns that had been 
employed to get NAFTA, CAFTA, and 
other massive trade agreements rammed 
through Congress without debate and 
examination. “Fast track” smacked too 
much of a hustle — which aptly describes 
what it was. 

Under TPA fast track rules, the execu- 
tive branch would be allowed to work out 
all the details of the trade deals — in se- 
cret, on subjects as varied as energy, glob- 
al warming, foreign aid, immigration and 
homeland security, NATO/UN “peace- 
keeping,” and Internet control — before 
the deals would be sent to Congress for 
passage. If we go by past TPA experience, 
the House and Senate would then each be 
required to vote on the agreements within 
15 days after being reported out of com- 
mittee. Only 20 hours of debate would 
be allowed in each House. Twenty hours 
— for a detailed, complex document that 
may be hundreds or thousands of pages 
long, written in legalese! And no deletions 
or amendments are permitted. In the Sen- 
ate, no filibuster of objectionable text is 
allowed. All while the corporations that 
actually wrote the bill work out under-the- 
table agreements with any congressman 
who proves amenable. Passage of TPA 
virtually ensures passage of TPP and TTIP. 

Not surprising, there is a large coterie 
of congressmen willing to give such au- 
thority to the president despite the limita- 
tions TPA puts on Congress to object to 
any bad or unjust proposals. What those 
congressmen call expediting a “free trade 
agreement,” most people would likely 
deem “enabling corruption and economic 
suicide.” 

Consider the small window of time that 
Congress has to peruse the deals before 
it must vote on them, in relation to other 
things Congress does. In 2005, the House 
Committee on Government Oversight 
and Reform investigated steroid abuse in 
Major League Baseball, though the sport 
does not fall under the jurisdiction of the 
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committee, or even the responsibilities of 
Congress as delineated in the U.S. Con- 
stitution. In 2008, Congress held a second 
hearing on the same subject, a hearing 
that was pushed back for nearly a month, 
according to Time magazine, in order “to 
give Congress more time to prepare by, 
among other things, deposing the players 
under oath.” Congress needed a month for 
this, yet some of its members propose to 
thoroughly investigate legal contracts con- 
taining thousands of rules, which affect 
more thousands of industries and busi- 
nesses, in half the time. Smart? 

Is there any justification for such reck- 
less gullibility? 

Consider a somewhat different, but 
functionally similar, context and scenario. 
A “modeling agent” spots your teenage 
daughter on Facebook and offers her a 
contract for a once-in-a-lifetime oppor- 
tunity: Come to Hollywood, California, 
and my agency will make you fabulous- 
ly rich and famous — you’ll be the next 
Kardashian. Teen daughter is starry-eyed 
ecstatic: visions of Vogue covers, Fer- 
raris, Academy Awards, and duets with 
Justin Bieber and Josh Groban. You’re 
not so sure. Search engines don’t turn up 
anything on this “agent” or his “famous 
agency.” Moreover, the modeling agency 
has no telephone number with a live voice, 
only an online representative who consis- 
tently assures you via e-mail that you have 
nothing to worry about, while rebuffing 
any serious inquiries. No, we cannot di- 


vulge where she will be living: privileged 
information. No, you may not review her 
photos/video/film: privileged information. 
No, we cannot provide references: privi- 
leged information. A modeling contract is 
sent via e-mail: over a hundred pages of 
legalese, which you have 15 hours to re- 
view before you must sign it and put your 
minor daughter on a plane to Los Angeles 
International Airport, where she will be 
picked up by the agency’s limousine, un- 
accompanied by you or any adult in whom 
you trust. And according to the contract, 
if after the contract is in place you change 
your mind or find the conditions of the 
contract unworkable, you can only ap- 
peal to a board made up of unaccountable 
members of the agency’s industry. Other- 
wise, you are stuck with the deal. 

Even the most invincibly clueless 
bumpkin would recognize these dodges as 
“clues” of a scam. So, do you send your 
daughter on the plane? Of course not; you 
call the cops. 


Forced Trade Agreements 

The TPP and TTIP consist of thousands 
upon thousands of international rules — 
tules that large international corporations 
were allowed to draft to their own benefit. 
The agreements — if they are passed by 
Congress — would be more accurately 
described as forced trade agreements be- 
cause all entities and countries will have 
to abide by the rules that the corporations 
created, and if there is a perceived breach 


Essential for TPP and TTIP: “None of this can happen without Trade Promotion Authority,” says 
Obama’s U.S. Trade Representative Michael Froman. 
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of the rules, an unaccountable internation- 
al panel will decide who is in the right. 

Despite the fact that the U.S. Constitu- 
tion assigns to Congress the power “to reg- 
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations” — 
not the president — the executive branch 
is devising this trade scheme with business 
elites from a few hundred corporations. 
The businesses’ representatives have free 
access to see and comment on the wording 
of proposed trade provisions, while con- 
gressmen are kept in the dark. Non-profit 
companies have been locked out as well. 
Even Democrats have been unsuccessful 
in begging the Obama administration to 
see what is in the works. Senators Sherrod 
Brown (Ohio), Jeff Merkley (Ore.), Ron 
Wyden (Ore.), and Robert Menendez (N.J.) 
have petitioned the administration because 
the “process has excluded both Members of 
Congress and key stakeholders.” 

Consider, for example, the situation of 
Senator Ron Wyden. In 2012, while he 
was chairman of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee’s Subcommittee on International 
Trade, Customs, and Global Competitive- 
ness, he requested copies of the TPP draft 
documents from the United States Trade 
Representative (USTR). He was stone- 
walled. When Senator Wyden threatened 
to force transparency on the process with 
legislation, the administration conceded 
to allowing the senator to take a peek at 
the documents. But that permission was 
only for the senator himself; his staff was 
not permitted to view the documents, nor 
was he permitted to make copies. Which 
means that this limited peek was a sham, 
little better than the USTR’s normal prac- 
tice of total secrecy and exclusion of 
Congress with regard to the negotiations. 
Complicated legal documents such as 
these must be studied — word by word, 
clause by clause — not merely peeked 
at. Which means that congressional staff 
must have complete access, since it is they 
who must wade through and decipher the 
verbiage and clue their bosses in to poten- 
tially troublesome text. 

“T would point out how insulting it is 
for them to argue that members of Con- 
gress are to personally go over to USTR 
to view the trade documents,” Wyden’s 
spokeswoman Jennifer Hoelzer told the 
Huffington Post. But, she pointed out, 
“An advisor at Halliburton or the MPAA 
[Motion Picture Association of America] 
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is given a password that allows him or her 
to go on the USTR website and view the 
TPP agreement anytime he or she wants.” 

Senator Richard Burr (R-N.C.) re- 
ceived the same ignominious treatment. 
“When our staff requested to review the 
TPP on behalf of the senator, even staff 
with what we consider to be appropri- 
ate clearance were denied access,” Burr 
spokesman David Ward told the Huffing- 
ton Post. Again, that was in 2012. As we 
have reported in these pages previously, 
the Obama administration has responded, 
repeatedly, with incredible claims that it 
is being completely “transparent” in the 
TPP-TTIP process. 

However, here it is nearly three years 
later and nothing has changed; the text of 
the TPP still has not been released by the 
administration. The only real peek that 
members of Congress and the American 
public have had is of portions of the TPP 
text that have been leaked. On January 
5, 2015, Senator Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) 
penned a letter to U.S. Trade Representa- 
tive Michael Froman decrying the admin- 
istration’s “incomprehensible” secrecy in 
this matter. “I have been very concerned 
that up to this date the text of this agree- 
ment has not been made public. The only 
text Iam aware of that has been made pub- 
lic so far has been through leaked docu- 
ments, and I find what I read to be very 
troubling,” Senator Sanders wrote. 

“Tt is incomprehensible to me that the 


leaders of major corporate interests who 
stand to gain enormous financial benefits 
from this agreement are actively involved 
in the writing of the TPP while, at the same 
time, the elected officials of this country, 
representing the American people, have 
little or no knowledge as to what is in it,” 
Senator Sanders continued. “Members of 
Congress must have the opportunity to 
read what is in the TPP and closely ana- 
lyze the potential impact this free trade 
agreement would have on the American 
people long before the Senate votes to 
give the President fast track trade promo- 
tion authority.” 

This is a repeat of the NAFTA charade, 
where, for instance, giant agribusiness cor- 
porations such as ConAgra, Cargill, and 
Archer Daniels Midland (ADM) lobbied 
furiously for the agreement and profited 
immensely from it, while tens of thousands 
of small family farms have gone under, due, 
in large measure, to the flood of imported 
cattle, meat products, grains, and produce 
from corporate farms in Mexico and Can- 
ada, which are not subject to the same op- 
pressive regulations and taxes imposed on 
American ranchers and farmers. 

Because there is large-scale opposition 
to both the TPP and TTIP from across the 
entire political spectrum — with liberal 
Democrats, conservative Republicans, Tea 
Partiers, constitutionalists, and libertarians 
all being galvanized to action as outrageous 
details of the agreements have leaked out — 


Power transfer: TPA is “an enormous grant of power, obviously, from a Republican Congress to 
a Democratic president,” Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (left) admits. 
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these agreements are not going anywhere 
unless they can get on the “fast track.” 

Is this for real? Unfortunately, yes. 
And far too many people are falling for 
this obvious hustle, largely because a “bi- 
partisan” lineup that includes President 
Obama, top Republicans, and “respected” 
business leaders is assuring us that this is 
the path to more jobs and prosperity. 


GOP Gone Astray 

Many folks who should know better 
are totally clueless and blind to the ob- 
vious scam being perpetrated with the 
TPA-TTIP-TPP hustle — or they are 
benefiting personally. Top congressional 
Republicans have jumped on board the 
“ObamaTrade Express” and are gung-ho 
to give the president “fast track” Trade 
Promotion Authority (TPA) to push 
through the transoceanic “partnership” 
mergers. A vote on TPA is likely to come 
up in March, as Mitch McConnell, John 
Boehner, Paul Ryan, Orrin Hatch, and 
other GOP big-wigs join the White House 
and Wall Street lobbyists in lining up Re- 
publican votes. 

Their rationale for backing these 
schemes comes down to the fact that they 
are called “free trade” deals. A January 15 
article in Time magazine entitled ““Why Re- 
publicans Want to Give President Obama 
More Power” provided this gem from 
Representative Paul Ryan, chairman of the 
House Ways and Means Committee: “By 
and large the vast majority of our members 
are in favor of getting these kinds of trade 
agreements because they know it’s good 
for business,” said Ryan. “The question 
that obviously you hear about is should we 
give this president TPA? TPA is asserting 
congressional prerogatives early in the pro- 
cess. So it’s a good thing no matter who the 
president is ... and to make sure we get the 
best deal.” 

Please explain the pretzel logic, Chair- 
man Ryan, how Congress can vote to be 
kept out of the treaty-making process and 
not give itself time to thoroughly examine 
the forced-trade treaties before voting on 
them, yet the Congress is “asserting con- 
gressional prerogatives early in the proc- 
ess ... to make sure we get the best deal.” 

Senator Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), now 
president pro tem of the Senate, as well as 
chairman of the powerful Senate Finance 
Committee, is keen to help new Senate 
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Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) 
deliver this victory to President Obama 
and the corporate globalists. Congressio- 
nal Quarterly reported on January 6 that a 
Finance Committee aide “said Hatch plans 
to move forward on a revival of trade pro- 
motion authority, calling the return of fast 
track authority to negotiate trade deals a 
‘top priority’ in the new Congress.” 

Unfortunately for Chairman Ryan and 
other TPA apologists, the Senate’s top Re- 
publican, Mitch McConnell, has thrown a 
monkey wrench into their narrative that 
TPA fast track is no big thing to make a 
fuss over, and in no way should be consid- 
ered a transfer of power to Obama. During 
a January 6 press conference, Senator Mc- 
Connell committed the sin of candor and 
acknowledged what all sensible observers 
already knew to be the fact, that TPA is 
“an enormous grant of power, obviously, 
from a Republican Congress to a Demo- 
cratic president.” 

“Yeah, we’re in active discussion on 
TPA, trade promotion authority,” McCon- 
nell told reporters. “It’s an enormous grant 
of power, obviously, from a Republican 
Congress to a Democratic president, but 
that’s how much we believe in trade as an 
important part of America’s economy.” 

Not surprisingly, the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce is a prime player on Team 
Obama’s trade offensive, with the organ- 
ization once again toadying for its in- 
ternationalist corporate elites, while the 
hundreds of thousands of mom-and-pop, 
small, medium, and independent business- 
es that form the core of its membership, 
once again, get the shaft. 


“Gruberized” Obamatrade 

How can this possibly fly so soon after 
“Grubergate,” where millions of Ameri- 
cans were stunned and outraged at the 
recent exposure of videos of Profes- 
sor Jonathan Gruber, a top designer of 
ObamaCare, audaciously admitting that 
he and the Obama administration lied to 
get the massive government takeover of 
healthcare passed into law. He acknowl- 
edged that the huge plan was “mislabeled” 
and written “in a tortured way to make 
sure the CBO did not score the mandate 
as a tax.” He mocked “the stupidity of the 
American voter” for buying their con job. 
Of course it passed, remember, because 
then-Speaker Nancy Pelosi put it on fast 
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Gruberized ObamaTrade: ObamaCare designer Professor Jonathan Gruber admitted he lied and 
deceived in order to rush the giant government takeover of healthcare through. A replay is under 


way with TPA-TPP-TTIP. 


track, with her infamous declaration: “We 
have to pass [ObamaCare] so that you can 
find out what’s in it.” 

Trade Promotion Authority has a 
chance, despite Grubergate, because the 
proponents of the TPP and TTIP constitute 
a massive lobby of multinational corpo- 
rations, international banks, state-owned 
enterprises, governments, and their high- 
powered law firms, public relations firms, 
and major media allies. As we have seen 
in previous fast track votes, the “free trade 
agenda” lobby is given a huge advantage, 
with advanced copies of the texts (which 
they have helped write) and expensive, so- 
phisticated PR campaigns that opponents 
do not have the time or financial resourc- 
es to match. On top of which, the White 
House, congressional leaders, and Wall 
Street lobbyists go all out in a no-holds- 
barred offensive with promises, bribes, 
and threats to get the simple majority of 
votes they need in each House. 

Fortunately, opposition to TPA, TPP, 
and TTIP is growing all across the entire 
political spectrum as the merger pacts 
move from the shadows to the center stage. 

Americans for Limited Government 
President Richard Manning called on Con- 
gress to “not cede any additional authority 
to a President who has spent the past six 
years shredding the constitutional separa- 
tion of powers.” 

Niger Innis, executive director of The- 
TeaParty.net, said President Obama “has 
shown outright contempt for the separation 
of powers,” and “there can be no worse les- 


son for the White House than for this Con- 
gress to voluntarily cede authority to it.” 

Also participating in a news conference 
were spokesmen for the Center for Secu- 
rity Policy, Eagle Forum, the American 
Family Association, and Tea Party Na- 
tion. These and other leaders signed a let- 
ter to the Members of the 114th Congress 
urging them “to publicly oppose granting 
President Obama Fast Track Authority on 
the TransPacific Partnership or any other 
Treaty in the next two years.” 

One hundred fifty-one House Demo- 
crats led by Representatives Rosa De- 
Lauro (D-Conn.) and George Miller (D- 
Calif.) have sent President Obama a letter 
announcing that “we will oppose ‘Fast 
Track’ Trade Promotion Authority or any 
other mechanism delegating Congress’ 
constitutional authority over trade policy 
that continues to exclude us from having 
a meaningful role in the formative stages 
of trade agreements and throughout ne- 
gotiating and approval processes.” But 
note that much of the Democrat opposi- 
tion could literally disappear overnight if 
unions and big environmental non-profit 
groups who back Democrats are given a 
seat at the treaty negotiating tables. 

U.S. Chamber of Commerce President 
Tom Donohue is publicly confident of 
TPA passage, claiming “there are plenty, 
plenty of votes to get this done.” However, 
he has been wrong before. If a sufficient 
number of Americans are alerted and acti- 
vated in time, fast track and the TPP/TTIP 
ObamaTrade Express can be derailed. 
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FBI Wrong 0) Sony Hack 


The FBI claims that, based on government spying operations, it is sure that North Korea 
hacked Sony Pictures. But the FBI has been called out by private-sector analysts. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


fter Sony Pictures was the victim 

A of a sophisticated cyberattack just 
before Thanksgiving, they and 

the FBI were quick to point the finger of 
blame at North Korea, saying the attack 
was perpetrated in retaliation for the film 
The Interview. The media was quick to 
jump on the bandwagon and considered it 
a forgone conclusion that Pyongyang was 
behind what is almost certainly the largest 
data breach ever experienced by an Ameri- 
can company. But many cybersecurity ex- 
perts are saying that the available evidence 
doesn’t support that conclusion. The evi- 
dence points, instead, to a hacktivist group 
calling itself “Guardians of Peace,” which 
first attempted extortion, then when that 
failed, began a rolling release of Sony’s 
data to the media and the web. The infor- 
mation that was leaked to news services 
and the Internet included personnel files, 
salaries and salary negotiations, employ- 
ee Social Security numbers, unreleased 
scripts, and several movies (four of which 
had not even been shown in theaters yet). 
After the FBI determined that North 
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Korea was responsible, President Obama 
publicly accused Pyongyang and threat- 
ened a “proportional response.” The first 
part of that, said the president, would be 
strict financial sanctions against the com- 
munist nation, made under authority he 
granted himself via an executive order. In 
a statement from the White House, Trea- 
sury Secretary Jacob Lew said: 


Today’s actions are driven by our 
commitment to hold North Korea ac- 
countable for its destructive and de- 
stabilizing conduct. Even as the FBI 
continues its investigation into the 
cyber-attack against Sony Pictures 
Entertainment, these steps under- 
score that we will employ a broad set 
of tools to defend U.S. businesses and 
citizens, and to respond to attempts 
to undermine our values or threaten 
the national security of the United 
States. The actions taken today under 
the authority of the President’s new 
Executive Order will further isolate 
key North Korean entities and disrupt 
the activities of close to a dozen criti- 
cal North Korean operatives. We will 


continue to use this broad and pow- 
erful tool to expose the activities of 
North Korean government officials 
and entities. 


FBI’s Cursory Investigation 
Much of the evidence that the FBI and 
Sony Pictures relies upon for their asser- 
tion that North Korea was involved has 
been called “flimsy” by the private-sector 
experts who have looked at it and other 
evidence. It also appears that the FBI has 
overlooked evidence that would be more 
valuable in determining the actual perpetra- 
tors. For instance, the FBI made much of 
the Korean programming language used in 
the intrusion into Sony’s servers — though 
it is well known that hackers often use a va- 
riety of programming languages to disguise 
themselves and their locations — while not 
considering how the hackers knew exactly 
where to look for the data they stole. That 
data was stored on servers at Sony, and the 
hackers knew the names and passwords of 
those servers and hard coded that informa- 
tion into the malware they used in the at- 
tack. That knowledge indicates that some- 
one inside Sony was involved in the breach. 
As Kurt Stammberger, senior vice pres- 
ident of the computer security company 
Norse, told CBS News, “We are very con- 
fident that this was not an attack master- 
minded by North Korea and that insiders 
were key to the implementation of one of 
the most devastating attacks in history... 
Sony was not just hacked, this is a com- 
pany that was essentially nuked from the 
inside.” Stammberger is not alone in his 
thinking. Marc Rogers, who is a secu- 
rity researcher at the cloud security firm 
CloudFlare and also serves as director of 
security operations for the annual hacker 
convention DefCon, agrees. In a post for 
the Daily Beast, Rogers wrote, “Essential- 
ly, we are being left in a position where we 
are expected to just take agency promises 
at face value. In the current climate, that 
is a big ask.” He also said that considering 
that Sony was planning to lay off a fairly 
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large number of employees, “You don’t 
have to stretch the imagination too far to 
consider that a disgruntled Sony employee 
might be at the heart of it all.” 

Though Norse had no involvement in the 
official Sony investigation, the company 
conducted its own inquiry into the matter. 
Whereas the FBI started with the presup- 
position that North Korea was behind the 
intrusion, Norse began with the knowledge 
that hacks of this nature usually involve 
current or former employees who are dis- 
gruntled. In an interesting turn of events, 
Norse used much of the leaked data from 
Sony to conduct its investigation. Por- 
ing over personnel files and other internal 
documents, Stammberger’s team identified 
several current and former employees who 
might have been involved in the hack and 
subsequent leaks. Following web traffic, 
social media posts, and Internet Relay Chat 
(IRC) communications, they narrowed 
their investigation down to one woman, 
whom they identify only as “Lena,” who 
had both motive and opportunity. She was 
an employee of Sony Pictures for 10 years 
before being laid off in May 2014. During 
her time at Sony, she was in a position that 
gave her access to the information used 
in the intrusion. And finally, she has ties 
to Guardians of Peace. “This woman was 
in precisely the right position and had the 
deep technical background she would need 
to locate the specific servers that were com- 
promised,” Stammberger said. 
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For their part, the FBI claims to have 
tracked some of the computers used to 
route the malware that devastated Sony’s 
systems. The agency claims that these are 
the same computers used in attacks on 
banking and media institutions in South 
Korea last year. Those attacks are believed 
to have been North Korean in origin. But 
just because something is believed does 
not mean it is proven. The FBI is building 
presupposition upon presupposition. Even 
if North Korea were responsible for the 
attacks in South Korea last year, the fact 
that some of the same web servers routed 
traffic in both attacks is nothing like proof 
that the same persons are responsible for 
both attacks. Web traffic gets routed and 
re-routed to different servers all the time. 
Hackers use tools such as TOR (anonym- 
ity software) and proxies not only to dis- 
guise their IP addresses, but also to route 
their traffic through servers that will dis- 
guise their location. The murky world of 
hacking is, after all, murky. 

FBI Director James Comey has also said 
that part of what made the agency’s job of 
tracking the malware back to North Korea 


Too easy? FB! Director 
James Comey claims 
hackers “got sloppy” and 
left an easily followed trail 
to “IPs that were exclusively 
used by the North Koreans.” 
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possible was that on several occasions the 
hackers “got sloppy. Several times, either 
because they forgot or they had a tech- 
nical problem, they connected directly, 
and we could see them. And we could 
see that the IP addresses that were being 
used ... were coming from IPs that were 
exclusively used by the North Koreans,” 
but that they seem to have immediately 
noticed their blunder and “shut it off very 
quickly” so as to avoid further detection. 
As if a group of hackers able to succeed in 
a hack of this size, scope, and sophistica- 
tion would likely make a rookie mistake 
like that. And make it not once, but “‘sev- 
eral times.” Marc Rogers expressed his 
doubt as well: “These guys literally burnt 
Sony down to hide their tracks and they 
staged everything pretty methodically. It 
would surprise me that somebody like that 
would make such a huge mistake to forget 
to use a proxy.” It is far more likely that 
these “mistakes” were deliberate ruses. As 
Stammberger points out, “When we run all 
those leads to ground they turn out to be 
decoys or red herrings.” 


The Electronic Trail 
Stammberger believes that the FBI was 
premature in placing blame on North 
Korea. “When the FBI made the an- 
nouncement so soon after the initial hack 
was unveiled, everyone in the [cyber]in- 
telligence community kind of raised their 
eyebrows at it, because it’s really hard to 
pin this on anyone within days of the at- 
tack.” Attribution is hard to determine in 
hacking cases. Most hacks are only ever 
attributed after someone or some group 
claims responsibility. In this case that 
is exactly what happened. Guardians of 
Peace immediately claimed responsibility. 
When employees of Sony Pictures at- 
tempted to log on to their computers on No- 
vember 24, they were greeted with an omi- 
nous message on their monitors: “Hacked 
by #GOP” — which included a graphic of 
a skeleton and several accusations against 
Sony Pictures, as well as threats that they 


23 


would begin leaking the nearly 100 tera- 
bytes of data they had stolen. The message 
alluded to demands they had made that 
had not been met, leading many to specu- 
late about what those demands might have 
been. The message read: 


We’ve already warned you, and this 
is just a beginning. We continue till 
our request be met. We’ve obtained 
all your internal data including your 
secrets and top secrets. If you don’t 
obey us, we'll release data shown 
below to the world. Determine what 
will you do till November the 24th, 
11:00 PM(GMT). Post an email ad- 
dress and the following sentence on 
your twitter and facebook, and we’ ll 
contact the email address. 

Thanks a lot to God’sApstls [sic] 
contributing your great effort to 
peace of the world. And even if you 
just try to seek out who we are, all 
of your data will be released at once. 


The initials GOP refer to the hacktivist 
group Guardians of Peace. They appear 
to also use the name “God’sApstls.” The 
group then used some of the stolen files 
to gain access to Twitter accounts belong- 
ing to Sony Pictures, using those Twitter 
accounts to publicly attack the company 
with statements about their business prac- 
tices. Sony regained control of those ac- 
counts almost immediately. 

As to the nature of the demands Sony 
was supposed to meet to avoid the leaking 
of troves of data, the best disclosure of that 
came out when the data was leaked. Part of 
that data was the e-mails of corporate exec- 
utives. One of those e-mails, dated Novem- 
ber 21, was addressed to executives at Sony 
Pictures, including CEO Michael Lynton 
and Chairwoman Amy Pascal. The e-mail 
hints at previous communications and de- 
mands that Sony pay extortion or suffer the 
consequences, “Monetary compensation 
we want. Pay the damage, or Sony Pictures 
will be bombarded as a whole.” 

While Guardians of Peace/“God’sApstls” 
have claimed responsibility, North Korea 
has consistently denied any involvement in 
the cyberattack, even while saying it was a 
“righteous act.” North Korea prides itself 
on not backing down in the face of West- 
ern pressure. It is unlikely that the Hermit 
Kingdom would deny something so gran- 
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Fools rush in: The FBI says North Korea hacked Sony over the film The /nterview, a bawdy comedy 
about two pop-journalists who are recruited to assassinate North Korean dictator Kim Jong-un. 


diose if, indeed, it were responsible. Why 
not flout the hacking prowess of their elite 
geeks and put the West on notice? 


The Interview Connection 

Guardians of Peace has consistently de- 
nied being aligned with Pyongyang. They 
have also denied that The Interview was 
the motive for their assault on Sony Pic- 
tures. In a public statement the group said, 


We are an international organization 
including famous figures in the poli- 
tics and society from several nations 
such as United States, United King- 
dom and France. We are not under 
direction of any state. Our aim is not 
at the film The Interview as Sony Pic- 
tures suggests. But it is widely report- 
ed as if our activity is related to The 
Interview. This shows how dangerous 
film The Interview is. The Interview 
is very dangerous enough to cause a 
massive hack attack. Sony Pictures 
produced the film harming the re- 
gional peace and security and violat- 
ing human rights for money. The news 
with The Interview fully acquaints 
us with the crimes of Sony Pictures. 
Like this, their activity is contrary to 
our philosophy. We struggle to fight 
against such greed of Sony Pictures. 


The above statement, made one week after 
the attack that crippled Sony’s systems, 
was the first mention of The Interview 
made by the hackers. Only after repeated 


speculation that the film was the motiva- 
tion behind the attack did the hackers at- 
tempt to capitalize on the notoriety of the 
film. Three weeks after the attack, Guard- 
ians of Peace issued a threat to theaters 
that planned to show The Interview and 
the patrons who would go to see it. The 
threat made references to 9/11 and fright- 
ened theater owners sufficiently to cause 
them to refuse showing the film. The mes- 
sage, which was posted on Internet bul- 
letin boards, said: 


Warning We will clearly show it to 
you at the very time and places “The 
Interview” be shown, including the 
premiere, how bitter fate those who 
seek fun in terror should be doomed 
to. Soon all the world will see what 
an awful movie Sony Pictures Enter- 
tainment has made. The world will 
be full of fear. Remember the 11th 
of September 2001. We recommend 
you to keep yourself distant from the 
places at that time. (If your house is 
nearby, you’d better leave.) Whatever 
comes in the coming days is called by 
the greed of Sony Pictures Entertain- 
ment. All the world will denounce the 
SONY. More to come... 


The threat was hollow. The Department 
of Homeland Security issued a statement 
saying, “There is no credible intelligence 
to indicate an active plot against movie 
theaters within the United States.” After 
Sony worked out deals to show the film 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ FEBRUARY 16, 2015 


in about 500 theaters and via On Demand 
and streaming services, no terrorist attacks 
took place. 

While it is unlikely that Guardians of 
Peace or “God’sApstls” really has fa- 
mous members from the “politics and 
society” of several nations, it is obvious 
that English is not the primary language 
of this group. When linguists studied the 
e-mails and online messages of the group, 
they determined that there is little likeli- 
hood that whoever wrote the messages is 
North Korean. Computational linguists at 
cybersecurity firm Taia Global have deter- 
mined, from the messages they analyzed, 
that “Korea[n] is still a possibility, but it’s 
much less likely than Russia[n].” They 
made their determination based on the 
phrasing of the messages compared to the 
way different social groups speak. 

One big question that has not been an- 
swered by those claiming that North Korea 
is behind the cyberattack on Sony Pictures 
Entertainment is why North Korea would 
go to all this trouble to stop this particular 
film. After all, in the recent past, there have 
been other movies that have cast North 
Korea in a very negative light and fed the 
perception that the totalitarian regime sig- 
nificantly threatens U.S. national security. 
Both the 2012 remake of Red Dawn and 
the 2013 film Olympus Has Fallen were 
critical of North Korea and showed the na- 
tion being defeated by the United States. 


AP Images 


Neither film resulted in attacks from North 
Korea against the film companies or any- 
one else involved. 

The FBI is standing by its story. Hav- 
ing been presented with the fullness of 
Norse’s investigation and briefed by in- 
vestigators from the company, a spokes- 
woman for the agency said, “The FBI has 
concluded the government of North Korea 
is responsible for the theft and destruction 
of data on the network of Sony Pictures 
Entertainment. Attribution to North Korea 
is based on intelligence from the FBI, the 
U.S. intelligence community, DHS, for- 
eign partners and the private sector. There 
is no credible information to indicate that 
any other individual is responsible for this 
cyber incident.” 

It appears that the FBI has its narrative, 
and anything that doesn’t fit that narrative 
is dismissed without any serious consid- 
eration, even if it is presented by experts 
in the field. Cybersecurity expert Bruce 
Schneier said it best when he said that the 
evidence cited by the FBI is the type that 
is “easy to fake, and it’s even easier to in- 
terpret it incorrectly.” 


Did We Know What They Know? 

The FBI also now claims that as early as 
2010 the NSA began installing an “early 
warning radar” system of secretive soft- 
ware that is hidden in the infrastructure 
of North Korea’s Internet traffic to allow 


Holes in the story: The NSA claims to be able to monitor and backtrack traffic coming from Kim 
Jong-un’s regime. If so, why did the agency not prevent the attack? 
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the agency to monitor and backtrack traf- 
fic from the despotic nation. They say 
this is their “smoking gun” proof that 
North Korea was responsible for the cy- 
berattack on Sony Pictures. According 
to a report by the New York Times, the 
NSA monitored “spear phishing” attacks 
on Sony, which they claim originated in 
North Korea. Spear phishing is an at- 
tack using targeted e-mail that does not 
appear to be spam. When the unsuspect- 
ing victim clicks on a link in the e-mail, 
the link installs malicious computer code 
that infects the system. The FBI is claim- 
ing that a systems administrator at Sony 
fell prey to spear phishing, and North 
Korean hackers stole this person’s login 
credentials, allowing them full access to 
the network. The hackers then spent two 
months — from the middle of September 
2014 to the middle of November 2014 — 
mapping the network and preparing the 
hack before ex-filtrating 100 terabytes 
of data over Sony’s Internet connection. 
This scenario requires that some serious 
questions be asked and answered. 

What is the likelihood that a profes- 
sional network administrator — the very 
person responsible for assuring that others 
abide by carefully planned protocols for 
protecting system integrity — would not 
only fall for such a tactic, but remain total- 
ly unaware of it as his network is mapped 
and attacked? 

How did the hackers plan and execute 
something of this magnitude in just two 
months, considering that experts agree it 
would take much longer — possibly even 
years? 

How was 100 terabytes of data ex- 
filtrated over Sony’s Internet connection 
without someone noticing anomalies in 
the network traffic? 

Why did the NSA miss the attack and 
only notice it after the fact? 

Until these questions can be adequate- 
ly addressed, the FBI’s claim seems just 
a little too convenient. Given the choice 
between those claims and the logical, rea- 
sonable, technologically sound answers 
offered by private-sector cybersecurity 
experts, the choice seems clear — espe- 
cially considering that the motivation of 
those private-sector experts is to expose 
the hackers and their methods and to pre- 
vent future attacks of this type, while the 
FBI appears to be politically motivated. Ml 


25 


— 


COLLECTION Clagance pr your Lath Proudly Made In Kansas, USA 


ACCESSORIES 


202 Anderson Avenue, Belvue, KS 66407 
800-669-9867 (phone) 800-393-6699 (fax) 
www.onyxcollection.com 


Look Online 


Freedom Index 
Voting Records 1999-2014: 


The index you've used to track 
whether your congressman is 
voting according to the Constitution 
now features cumulative scores 
online, as well as scores for former 
congressmen, at TheNewAmerican. 
com/freedomindex. A perfect 
resource for the online activist! 
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Watch Out for Chinese Censorship of Hollywood 


As movie production companies seek distribution 
in China, Beijing increasingly exercises its clout and 
censors movies and scripts it doesn’t like. 


by Selwyn Duke 


ne might think that pudgy and 

profligate little Kim Jong-un 

could be swelling with pride. 
Regardless of whether the FBI is correct 
in implicating North Korea in the Novem- 
ber computer hacking of Sony Corpora- 
tion, which the Marxist hermit state has 
denied involvement in but nonetheless 
calls “righteous” — Kim can revel in the 
knowledge that his regime is perceived as 
being able to bring a major corporation to 
its knees halfway around the world and 
create enough fear to disrupt a Western 
film’s release. That work, of course, is 
The Interview, the Columbia Pictures ac- 
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tion comedy portraying the rotund dicta- 
tor in a negative light. 

Many have castigated Sony — Colum- 
bia’s parent company — for capitulation 
because it initially held the movie back 
from release to theaters altogether. Pun- 
dit Linda Chavez likened the behemoth’s 
folding to Barack Obama’s normalization 
of relations with Cuba, writing that the 
two of them “are on the same page when 
it comes to appeasing dictators.” Politician 
and prognosticator Newt Gingrich tweet- 
ed, “With the Sony collapse America has 
lost its first cyberwar. This is a very very 
dangerous precedent.” And both may be 
correct. Nevertheless, there is something 
certainly not unprecedented: Hollywood’s 
appeasement of dictatorial regimes. 


Corporate tiger, investing dragon: China’s Dalian 
Wanda Group, whose new Wanda Movie Park is shown 
here, is also making inroads into the United States. It 
now owns AMC — the movie-theater chain boasting 
the second-largest share of the American market. 


Most moviegoers don’t know it, but 
many of the films on which they spend 
American dollars have been filtered by 
Chinese censors — by Beijing’s powerful 
State Administration of Radio, Film and 
Television (SARFT), to be precise. 

That’s the stick. The carrot is China’s 
lucrative market, now the world’s biggest 
after recently ousting the United States 
from the number-one spot. And together 
they amount to economic blackmail. 

How effective is it? Well, ironic given 
current events, did it ever strike you as odd 
that the invaders in the 2012 remake of 
the 1984 film Red Dawn were from small, 
third-rate power North Korea and not, oh, 
let’s say, from what could be the next evil 
empire, China? It should. 
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Did it ever strike you as odd that the invaders in the 
2012 remake of the 1984 film Red Dawn were from 
small, third-rate power North Korea and not, oh, let's 
say, from what could be the next evil empire, China? 


Because when Red Dawn was originally 
shot, the invaders were Chinese. 

The studio creating the film, MGM, 
digitally altered the movie in 2011 to make 
them appear as North Koreans — in defer- 
ence to China. 

And this goose-stepping to Beijing’s 
tune is common now. As the Los Angeles 
Times wrote in 2012: 


Chinese bad guys are vanishing — 
literally. Western studios are increas- 
ingly inclined to excise potentially 
negative references to China in the 
hope that the films can pass muster 
with Chinese censors and land one 
of several dozen coveted annual 
revenue-sharing import quota slots 
in Chinese cinemas. 

... When Sony’s “Men in Black 3” 
was released in China last month, cen- 
sors had the studio remove or shorten 
several scenes set in New York’s Chi- 
natown that they believed depicted 
Chinese Americans unflatteringly. 


... “Hollywood these days is some- 
times better at carrying water for the 
Chinese than the Chinese themselves,” 
said Stanley Rosen, director of the 
East Asian Studies Center at USC and 
an expert on film and media. “We are 
doing all the heavy lifting for them.” 

A screenwriter on another Holly- 
wood tentpole was told by the studio 
to steer clear of any Chinese villains 
in shaping his script. 

... “It’s a clear-cut case — maybe 
the first I can think of in the history of 
Hollywood — where a foreign coun- 
try’s censorship board deeply affects 
what we produce,” said a leading 
Hollywood producer. 


Oh, and don’t ask that producer’s name — 
or that of many others interviewed for the 
L.A. Times story. 

They’d only speak under the condition 
of anonymity. 

They were afraid of offending Chinese 
business interests. 


— — 
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Red Dawn’s red dawn: Trading realism for realpolitik, filmmakers changed Chinese invaders to 
North Korean ones post-production in the 2012 film Red Dawn, in deference to Chinese censors 


and sensitivity. 
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And Chinese good guys are appearing 
to take the bad guys’ places. For instance, 
while Sony’s Columbia Pictures has now 
ostensibly caved to the North Koreans, 
it had already kowtowed to the Chinese: 
In its disaster film 20/2, it was by design 
that the White House chief of staff sang 
the Chinese’s praises, lauding them as vi- 
sionaries. Then there was the British pic- 
ture Salmon Fishing in the Yemen; while 
it portrayed Chinese engineers flexing 
their technological muscle, the book on 
which the movie was based had no such 
characters. 

Some also might have noticed the in- 
creasing number of references in today’s 
films to the “Middle Kingdom.” A trans- 
lation of the Mandarin word Zhongguo, a 
Chinese name for China, the term’s inclu- 
sion is no accident: It’s a way of advanc- 
ing Chinese culture. 

And China’s economic kingdom is also 
advancing — in ways some wouldn’t sus- 
pect. For example, the first three letters of 
AMC Theatres may stand for American 
Multi-Cinema; however, the 425-plus- 
location behemoth, which was founded 
in Middle America (Kansas City, Mis- 
souri) in 1920, was absorbed by the Mid- 
dle Kingdom in 2012. The chain, which 
boasts the second-largest share of the 
American market, was bought that year 
by Chinese interests and is now owned 
by a company that’s owned by a holding 
company that itself is a majority-owned 
subsidiary of Chinese conglomerate Da- 
lian Wanda Group (talk about a hidden 
dragon). Not surprisingly, 86 of AMC’s 
locations are in China. And one could 
wonder: If a film truly found disfavor 
with Chinese censors, might the chain be 
compelled to not show it? 

While much of this Hollywood China 
Syndrome is driven by the natural desire 
to cultivate business interests and please 
markets, government censorship may be 
the major factor. As the New York Times 
wrote in 2013: 


The lure of access to China’s fast- 
growing film market ... is entangling 
studios and moviemakers with the 
state censors of a country in which 
American notions of free expression 
simply do not apply. 

... Hollywood as a whole is shifting 
toward China-friendly fantasies that 
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will fit comfortably within a 
revised quota system. 

... At the same time, it 
is avoiding subject matter 
and situations that are likely 
to cause conflict with the 
roughly three dozen mem- 
bers of a censorship board 
run by China’s powerful 
State Administration of 
Radio, Film and Television, 
or S.A.R.ET. 

... Some studios are qui- 
etly asking Chinese officials 
for assurance that planned 
films, even when they do not 
have a Chinese theme, will 
have no major censorship 
problems. 


And Chinese involvement is 
quite invasive. A handful of ex- 
amples follows (all quotations 
are the New York Times’): 

¢ A 3-D version of Top Gun 
was rejected by Chinese cen- 
sors in 2012 because it por- 
trayed “American fighter pilots 
in dogfights with MIGs.” 

* Iron Man 3, partially filmed 
in Beijing, “proceeded under 
the watchful eye of Chinese 
bureaucrats, who were invited 
to the set and asked to advise 
on creative decisions.” 

¢ The script of The Mummy: 
Tomb of the Dragon Emperor, filmed 
throughout China in 2007, “was preap- 
proved by China’s censorship board.... 
The emperor’s name had to be fictional- 
ized, for instance,” and the “censors also 
cautioned that the ancient ruler should not 
resemble Mao Zedong.” 

¢ “Co-productions like ‘Kung Fu Panda 
3’ draw close monitoring by the censors 
at every step. Scripts are submitted in 
advance. Representatives of S.A.R.F.T.... 
may be present on the set to guard against 
any deviation. And there is an unofficial 
expectation that the government’s ap- 
proved version of the film will be seen 
both in China and elsewhere.” 

Other movies touched by Chinese cen- 
sors include, but are not limited to, 2007’s 
Pirates of the Caribbean: At World's 
End, the 2010 remake of The Karate Kid, 
2011’s The Muppets, and 2012’s Life of Pi. 
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Whatever superpowers Iron Man possesses, being able to elude 
government censors obviously isn’t one of them: The part of the 2013 
film /ron Man 3 shot in Beijing was closely monitored by Chinese 
“bureaucrats.” 


And while two versions of some films 
are created — one geared for China and 
the other for everyone else — more and 
more movies evidence Middle Kingdom 
manipulation. As the L.A. Times put it, 
“The net effect is a situation that movie- 
business veterans say is unprecedented: 
The suppressive tendencies of a foreign 
nation are altering what is seen not just in 
one country but around the world.” 

This is troublesome to many observ- 
ers, such as USC’s Professor Rosen. Just 
as Muslim chauvinists have succeeded 
in infusing American textbooks and 
schools in various countries with Islamic 
propaganda, he worries that a generation 
weaned on SARFT-sifted fare will have 
a sanitized conception of China, whose 
despotic regime is notorious for its hu- 
man-rights abuses. 

Some might say pandering to China 
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and Kim Jong-un is much as 
if WWIl-era filmmakers had 
scuttled Charlie Chaplin’s The 
Great Dictator or the Three 
Stooges parody You Nazty 
Spy!, both released in 1940, 
in deference to Adolf Hitler. 
But the reality is that what 
“movie-business veterans say 
is unprecedented” isn’t at all. 
Tinseltown did work with the 
Nazis. As the Hollywood Re- 
porter ’s Ben Urwand wrote in 
his 2013 piece “The Chilling 
History of How Hollywood 
Helped Hitler,” when German 
officials “objected to scenes 
or dialogue they thought made 
Germany look bad, criticized 
the Nazis or dwelled on the 
mistreatment of Jews, the 
studios would accommodate 
them — and make cuts in the 
American versions as well as 
those shown elsewhere in the 
world.” 

Commenting on Sony’s 
cancellation of The Inter- 
view s Christmas release, Na- 
tional Review wrote on De- 
cember 17, “How grotesque 
it is ... to see businesses in 
the United States reacting so 
cravenly to what appears to 
be little more than a glori- 
fied letter of complaint.... If 
the friends of a campy two-bit dictator- 
ship can force us to put our tails between 
our legs and ask not to be thrown into the 
briar patch — then one can only wonder 
how we might expect to stand up to our 
more competent foes.” 

We don’t have to wonder, at least inso- 
far as Hollywood goes. The people who 
preach about all the nouveau “morality” 
and its bugaboos — tolerance, multicul- 
turalism, “sexism,” “racism,” and “ho- 
mophobia” — tipped their hand in the 
1930s. 

And they tipped it again in recent 
times — long before the little stunt now 
being attributed to Lil’ Kim Jong-un. Be- 
cause while all eyes are currently fixed 
on the North Koreans, our movies’ real 
Red Dawn invaders are Middle Kingdom 
meddlers who make changes without 
making headlines. 


AP Images 
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C777 The Real Deal 


BOOK REVIEW 


Iegally PROSECUTED 


How prosecutors break the law to convict the innocent, and the woman who is trying 


to stop it. 


by Jack Kenny 


Licensed to Lie: Exposing Corruption 
in the Department of Justice, by Sidney 
Powell, Dallas, Texas: Brown Books, 436 
pages, hardcover. 


skillful prosecutor, it has been said, 
Az indict a ham sandwich. Yet 
ven the ill-fated sandwich might 

have a better chance at trial than a real 
defendant when federal prosecutors mis- 
represent statutes, withhold or distort evi- 
dence, and intimidate witnesses, as Sidney 
Powell has chronicled in Licensed to Lie: 
Exposing Corruption in the Department of 
Justice. A former federal prosecutor her- 
self, Powell draws on her later experience 
as an appellate lawyer to describe cases 
of prosecutorial misconduct leading to, 
among other things, the destruction of one 
of the nation’s top five accounting firms, 
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the wrongful conviction of four Merrill 
Lynch executives, and the unseating of a 
US. senator. 

Powell hammers away at prosecutors 
who withhold or suppress evidence and 
the judges who let them get away with it. 
Both the canons of the legal profession 
and the 1963 Supreme Court decision in 
Brady v. Maryland require the govern- 
ment in criminal cases to share with de- 
fense counsel any evidence favorable to 
the defendant. In his foreword to Powell’s 
book, Alex Kozinski, chief judge of the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, explains 
the reasoning behind the Brady rule: 


Government agents usually have 
unimpeded and exclusive access to 
the crime scene, so they can easily 
remove and conceal evidence that 
might contradict the prosecution’s 
case. Police also generally talk to 
witnesses first and can pressure them 
to change their story to confirm the 
prosecution’s theory of the case. Pros- 
ecutors can, and often do, threaten to 
charge witnesses as accomplices or 
co-conspirators if they testify favor- 
ably for the defense. As a result, po- 
tential exculpatory witnesses invoke 
the Fifth Amendment to avoid getting 
themselves into trouble. 


Death to Andersen 

The government also has exclusive access 
to grand jury proceedings, except on rare 
occasions when defense lawyers are per- 
mitted, solely at a prosecutor’s discretion, 
to make presentations before an indictment 
is considered. The Justice Department task 
force investigating the Enron scandal in 
2002 won a grand jury indictment against 
the Arthur Andersen accounting firm for 
destroying “literally tons” of Enron-relat- 
ed documents in shredding machines run- 
ning “24 hours a day.” Yet the company 
saved all the documents, “electronically 
and otherwise,” Powell writes, and the 
company stopped the shredding once it 


had been served with a subpoena. 
“Before it was issued the subpoena, 
Andersen had no legal duty to maintain 
any drafts, duplicate, irrelevant materials 
or documents,” Powell writes. “No law or 
regulation said it had to do so.” What’s 
more, Powell said, the prosecution cobbled 
together language from two different stat- 
utes to “create a crime,” formally charg- 
ing Andersen with obstruction of justice 
by citing a witness tampering statute. By 
indicting the entire company rather than 
the individuals involved, the prosecutors 
administered a virtual “death sentence” 
to Andersen before the trial even began. 
No one would hire a firm under criminal 
indictment. By the time a unanimous Su- 
preme Court overturned the company’s 
conviction in 2011, Arthur Andersen, a 
firm that had employed 85,000 employees 
serving 2,300 publicly traded firms world- 
wide, had been out of business for years. 


Merrill “Lynched” 

In the trial of Enron Chairman Ken Lay 
and CEO Jeff Skilling, the prosecution 
offered the defense FBI forms that Pow- 
ell describes as “composite” reports that 
had been “cut and pasted and otherwise 
edited repeatedly.” When four Merrill 
Lynch executives were put on trial for al- 
legedly conspiring in an illegal buyback 
arrangement on a transaction with Enron, 
the thousands of pages of grand jury tran- 
scripts, FBI reports, and witness inter- 
views were reduced to a 19-page summary 
for the defense. 

“The government claimed it had no ex- 
culpatory material,” Powell writes, and 
“Judge [Ewing] Werlein routinely denied 
the defense motions or simply ignored 
them.” By naming more than 100 “unin- 
dicted co-conspirators,” the task force left 
witnesses unwilling to talk to defense law- 
yers, lest they be indicted themselves. For 
those already indicted, the pressure was 
even greater. Former Enron Treasurer Ben 
Gilsan entered a guilty plea, but refused to 
testify before the grand jury. When he re- 
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ported to prison, he was put right away in 
solitary confinement, in what Powell de- 
scribes as “a bug-infested cage with only a 
slit for light.” After three weeks in solitary 
and five months in prison, Gilsan became 
a star witness for the prosecution. 

All four of the Merrill Lynch executives 
were found guilty of conspiracy and wire 
fraud, with one of them also convicted of 
perjury and obstruction of justice. Their 
appeal to the Fifth Circuit Court and the 
emergence, years later, of the exculpatory 
evidence the task force had all along pro- 
vides much of the drama in Powell’s book 
and gives further credence to its title. 


Bagging a Senator 

Matthew Friedrich, former head of the 
Enron Task Force, was in command of 
the criminal division of the U.S. Jus- 
tice Department when the Public In- 
tegrity (PIN) Section began its “Polar 
Pen” investigation into allegations of 
public corruption in Alaska. Knowing a 
publicity-rich opportunity when he saw 
one, Friedrich took over the PIN inves- 
tigation of Alaska’s popular Senator Ted 
Stevens, a 40-year incumbent and the 
longest serving Republican in U.S. Sen- 
ate history. Stevens was a candidate for 
reelection in 2008 when, just four weeks 
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before the September primary, Friedrich 
held a press conference to announce a 
grand jury indictment. The influential 
senator was accused of the felony offense 
of accepting gifts without reporting them 
to the Senate Ethics Committee. VECO 
Corporation founder and CEO Bill Allen 
testified the company did $250,000 worth 
of renovations on Stevens’ Gridwood 
Alaska home, but billed the senator for 
only $165,000. A handwritten note from 
Stevens, requesting the bills for the re- 
mainder of the work, was dismissed by 
the prosecution as a mere “cover” to 
conceal a gift of $85,000 from a wealthy 
constituent. 

The Washington, D.C., jury returned a 
guilty verdict on October 27, 2008. Now 
a convicted felon, Stevens lost the elec- 
tion a week later to Democrat Mark Be- 
gich. The verdict began unraveling nearly 
two months later, however, when a young 
FBI agent on the Stevens case filed a 
complaint with the Justice Department’s 
Office of Professional Responsibility. 
Agent Chad Joy’s charges included an 
inappropriate relationship between Allen 
and Mary Beth Kepner, the FBI’s lead 
agent on the case. He also revealed that 
prosecutor Nick Marsh sent key witness 
Rocky Williams back home to Alaska, 
ostensibly for health rea- 
sons, without telling de- 
fense lawyers. Williams, 
VECO’s lead employee on 
the remodeling project, had 
been subpoenaed to testify 
for the defense. Prosecu- 
tors kept Joy’s complaint 
under wraps, Powell tells 
us, before disclosing it to 
the defense a week after the 
deadline had passed for fil- 
ing post-trial motions. 

In February 2009, U.S. 
District Court Judge Em- 
mett Sullivan held three 
members of the prosecution 
team in civil contempt for 
withholding evidence from 
the defense. A new team of 
Justice Department attor- 
neys, appointed to examine 
the files, made a startling 
discovery in notes from 
interviews with Bill Allen 
before the indictment came 


down. Prosecutors had the VECO chief 
on the stand testifying to $250,000 of re- 
pairs, though the notes indicated he had 
told them months earlier that the work 
was worth no more than $80,000 — less 
than half of what Stevens had paid. 

The revelations, like the indictment of 
Stevens, were a political bombshell. Re- 
sponding to the negative publicity, Eric 
Holder, then the new attorney general, an- 
nounced he would do what everyone knew 
the trial judge was about to do anyway: He 
would dismiss the case against Stevens. At 
a hearing on that motion, an angry Judge 
Sullivan declared: “In my 25 years on the 
bench, I’ve never seen anything approach- 
ing the mishandling and misconduct that 
I’ve seen in this case.... Whether you are a 
public official, a private citizen or a Guan- 
tanamo Bay detainee, the prosecution, in- 
deed the United States government, must 
produce exculpatory evidence so that jus- 
tice shall be done.” 

In the years since, Powell contends, 
little has changed at what she labels in 
a chapter heading, the “Department of 
InJustice.” Despite Holder’s promise to 
clean up the mishandling of prosecutions, 
key figures involved in the suppression 
of evidence in the cases Powell describes 
have not only been spared retribution, but 
have either been promoted within the gov- 
ernment or have moved on to lofty posi- 
tions in prestigious law firms. 

Senator Stevens died in a plane crash 
in 2010. Alaskan Senator Lisa Murkows- 
ki (R), is the lead sponsor of the Fair- 
ness in the Disclosure of Evidence Act, 
a bill to establish in law the Brady rule 
announced by the Supreme Court more 
than half a century ago. Powell encour- 
ages support for the measure, but adds it’s 
not enough to stop what Judge Kozinski 
has called “an epidemic of Brady viola- 
tions abroad in the land.” Powell’s eye- 
opening account should awaken both the 
general public and the legal profession to 
the dangers to life and liberty when gov- 
ernment lawyers let the pressure to win 
at all costs and the desire for career ad- 
vancement compromise the meaning of 
justice. 

“Unless and until these prosecutors are 
convicted in the court of public opinion, 
or disbarred,” writes Powell, “these very 
powerful and politically connected law- 
yers are licensed to lic.” 
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Late-night Swim 


Jim Rogers seemed to find superhuman 
strength to rescue a young woman from 
her vehicle submerged in the Santa Rosa 
Sound in Florida on January 3. 

Northwest Florida Daily News report- 
ed that Rogers was standing in his kitch- 
en when he noticed the woman speed 
through his subdivision, drive across his 
backyard, and plunge into the water. He 
immediately ran to her rescue. A retired 
military man, Rogers actually pushed the 
vehicle into shallow water before pulling 
the driver from the car to safety. 

“T wasn’t sure what I would find,” 
Rogers said, recalling his 11 p.m. plunge 
into the dark salt water. “I was over my 
head a little bit with the current, the 
waves and stuff. It was cold.” 

“He told me he really relied on the 
training he’d gotten in the military,” said 
Rogers’ wife, Joanne. 

Rogers then tended to the driver until 
paramedics arrived. By the time rescue 
workers reached the scene, the driver was 
wrapped in a blanket provided by Rogers. 

According to friends of the driver, she 
had been suffering from depression. In- 
vestigating deputy Robby Naylor’s re- 
port indicates that the driver may have 
been overwhelmed by stress. “[The vic- 
tim] stated she did not have any formula 
for the baby and did not have any money 
to buy any,” the report said. “[The vic- 
tim] stated she had just had enough and 
could not handle it anymore.” 

Rogers was incredibly concerned 
for the driver’s well-being and showed 
no anger at the damage that the driver 
caused by driving through his yard. “She 
was panicked,” he said. “I was just trying 
to make her safe and get her out. I don’t 
know what would have happened if I 
hadn’t been here or facing that window.” 


Lottery Donor 


Amystery woman in Buffalo, New York, 
donated her lottery winnings to Mary 
Hall, who faced losing her house to fore- 
closure before the generous donation. 
WIVB 4 reported, “Faced with losing 
the house her family has called home for 
nearly 40 years, Mary Hall Called 4 Ac- 
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tion, but ... amystery donor gave up her 
lottery winnings to help Mary’s family 
pay back taxes that forced the east side 
home into foreclosure.” 

Hall’s story appeared on Call 4 Action 
on November 3, after she learned that 
the city had sold her family’s homestead 
of over 30 years at a foreclosure auction. 

Lottery24.Net explained, “Hall had 
discovered that the city had sold the 
house that had been owned by her family 
for over 30 years at the annual tax fore- 
closure auction because she owed just a 
few hundred dollars in back user fees.” 

“T felt like they just took our parents’ 
house from us without us even having a 
say so,” Hall said. 

A viewer who had heard the story won 
$100 in the Win 4 lottery several days 
later, and donated it to Mary. That view- 
er asked to remain anonymous. 

“IT had prayed to God, she needed as- 
sistance, and the number came out and 
I felt it was necessary to provide it to 
her,” she said. 

Amazingly, the donor was unable to 
reach Mary to offer the winnings, and 
decided to replay the same four numbers 
in the lottery again, and won another 
$100 on December 23. At that time, she 
contacted Call 4 Action and asked them 
to pass along the winnings to the Hall 
family. 

Mary stated that the generous donation 
has allowed her to pay the back taxes, and 
with the help of a lawyer from the West- 
ern New York Law Center, she was able 
to reverse the foreclosure sale. The home 
may now Stay within the family. 

“Hopefully for 40 more years. My 
kids can have it and do whatever they 
want to do with it. As long as I can keep 
my grandmother, that is all I was wor- 
ried about,” she said. 


Take-charge Guy 


Gene Rickle was driving through Mill- 
town, New Jersey, on December 12 when 
he noticed smoke, so he slowed his ve- 
hicle to see where the smoke originated. 

He observed smoke coming from the 
window of a two-and-a-half story build- 
ing and took action. NJ.com reported 
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that Rickle witnessed a frail, confused 
woman in her thirties open the door to 
the building and step onto the porch, 
only to go back inside. It was then that 
Rickle pulled into the driveway and 
jumped out. 

He told a crowd that had gathered 
to call 911 while he ventured into the 
building. 

“T ran up the steps, pulled the door 
open and brought the lady back out onto 
the porch,” he recalled. “I said, ‘Your 
house is on fire. Is there anybody else in 
the house?’” 

The woman had inhaled so much 
smoke that she was dazed and responded 
that everything was fine. According to 
Rickle, she was “not in a very clear state 
of mind.” 

Rickle refused to let the woman back 
into the building, and instructed her to 
remain in his vehicle until the paramed- 
ics arrived. He then proceeded to check 
to see if any other tenants were in their 
apartments. He suspected someone was 
trapped in the downstairs apartment and 
attempted to kick in the door, but his 
peripheral neuropathy, resulting from 
years of chemotherapy, made it impos- 
sible. Fortunately, it was then that Rickle 
turned to see a police officer, who took 
over. There was no one in the apartment. 

Milltown’s deputy fire chief, Jack 
Bicsko, was grateful for Rickle’s ef- 
forts. Bicsko noted that the smoke had 
inundated the entire home, and that by 
refusing to allow the woman to re-enter, 
Rickle spared her further smoke inhala- 
tion, and virtually “saved her life.” Three 
pets, one dog and two cats, had in fact 
died in the building, and the house was 
later “red-tagged,” meaning it was too se- 
verely damaged for anyone to live there. 

“He helped the woman out. He saved 
her life,” Bicsko said. “I think we should 
say thank you to this man and have him 
recognized in public.” 

But Rickle believes his actions were 
not extraordinary. “I just went up the 
steps and did what I think any self-re- 
specting person would do if they saw 
someone in distress, which is to help,” 
Rickle said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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How a “secret operation” in Afghanistan by President 
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Brings 


Jimmy Carter led to America’s longest war. 


by Jack Kenny 


n Christmas Eve of 1979, So- 
QO viet transport planes, carrying 
tanks and trucks as well as 
thousands of troops, began descend- 


ing on the airport in the Afghan capital 
of Kabul, while helicopters brought in 
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several thousand commandos, including 
shock troops from the KGB’s “Special 
Ops” unit. On December 27, comman- 
dos stormed the presidential palace, kill- 
ing both President Hafizullah Amin and 
a guest. Within hours, the Soviets had 
control of the airport, the radio station, 
and other key points throughout the city. 


As armored divisions of troops moved, 
the invaders seized control of all the 
major Afghan towns. 

In Washington, a seemingly shocked 
Jimmy Carter, already hamstrung by the 
Iran hostage crisis that would plague the 
final year of his presidency, announced 
a number of measures in response to the 
invasion. They included a ban on the 
sale of high technology or other strategic 
items to the Soviet Union, “severely cur- 
tailed” fishing privileges for the Soviets 
in U.S. waters, and the cancelled sale of 
17 million tons of grain to the Russian 
empire. As an added gesture of defi- 
ance, the president ordered a boycott of 
the 1980 summer Olympics in Moscow, 
using his authority under the Export Ad- 
ministration Act to prohibit transactions 
related to the Moscow games. At a White 
House meeting with members of the U.S. 
Olympics Committee, National Security 
Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski stressed 
the seriousness of the Afghan incursion, 
saying that the Soviets had established a 
“strategic wedge” and that its bombers 
could now reach the Straits of Hormuz, 
a strategic point in the transportation of 
U.S. oil supplies. He spoke of evidence 
suggesting the Soviets were using chemi- 
cal weapons and establishing permanent 
bases in Afghanistan. 

In his January 4 speech to the nation, 
President Carter invoked a slightly re- 
vised and updated version of the “domino 
theory” President Eisenhower had used a 
quarter of a century earlier to describe the 
communist threat in Indochina. Accord- 
ing to Carter, 


A Soviet-occupied Afghanistan 
threatens both Iran and Pakistan and 
is a steppingstone to possible control 
over much of the world’s oil supplies. 

The United States wants all na- 
tions in the region to be free and to 
be independent. If the Soviets are en- 
couraged in this invasion by eventual 
success, and if they maintain their 
dominance over Afghanistan and 
then extend their control to adjacent 
countries, the stable, strategic, and 
peaceful balance of the entire world 
will be changed. This would threaten 
the security of all nations including, 
of course, the United States, our al- 
lies, and our friends. 
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More telling, however, is what 
Carter claimed to have learned 
from the Soviet invasion. The 
same president who a few years 
earlier had spoken dismissively 
of an “inordinate fear of com- 
munism” was now telling ABC 
News: “This action of the Sovi- 
ets has made a more dramatic 
change in my own opinion of 
what the Soviets’ ultimate goals 
are than anything they’ve done 
in the previous time I’ve been 
in office.” 

Carter’s critics on the Right 
wondered why it took the in- 
vasion of Afghanistan to en- 
lighten the president on the 
Soviets’ goals when there was 
by then a 60-year track record 
of conquest, mass murder, and 
suppression of freedom by the 
Soviets since they had come to 
power in Russia in 1917. But if 
Carter were truly surprised by 
the invasion of Afghanistan, he 
probably should have read his 
own directive or paid closer 
attention to memos from his 
national security advisor. In a 
1998 interview with Le Nouvel 
Observateur, Brzezinski corrected “the of- 
ficial version of history,” the Carter ver- 
sion. Brzezinski not only indicated that 
Carter was not surprised, but that CIA aid 
to the Mujahedeen opposition fighters (the 
name means soldiers of God) began before 
the Soviet invasion even happened. 

“The reality, kept secret until now, 
is completely different: on 3 July 1979 
President Carter signed the first directive 
for secret aid to the opponents of the So- 
viet regime in Kabul,” Brzezinski said. 
“And on the same day, I wrote a note to 
the president in which I explained that in 
my opinion this aid would lead to a Soviet 
military intervention.” Not that he was 
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Brzezinski not only indicated that Carter 
was not surprised by the Soviets’ invasion 
of Afghanistan, but that CIA aid to the 
Mujahedeen opposition fighters (the 
name means soldiers of God) began 
before the Soviet invasion even happened. 


President Jimmy Carter meets with U.S. Olympic athletes on 
March 21, 1980 to explain his reasons for imposing a boycott on 
the summer games in Moscow. 


trying to warn the president away from 
that likely outcome. On the contrary, as he 
made clear in the interview, he welcomed 
such a development. 

“The secret operation was an excel- 
lent idea,” Brzezinski boasted. “It drew 
the Russians into the Afghan trap.... On 
the day that Soviets crossed the border, I 
wrote to President Carter, saying, in es- 
sence, ‘We have now the opportunity of 
giving to the USSR its Vietnam War.’” 
Brzezinski, a leading light in the foreign 
policy establishment who is a member of 
the internationalist-minded Council on 
Foreign Relations and a founding member 
of the Trilateral Commission, described 
his grand strategy for draw- 
ing the Soviets into the same 
type of quagmire created by 
a previous administration of 
the “brightest and the best.” 
The Soviets would be stuck 
in a long and ruinous war in 
that “graveyard of empires” 
that buried dreams of its 
would-be conquerors from 
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Alexander the Great to Great 
Britain and Czarist Russia. 


The Afghan Monarchy 


Though widely regarded as little 
more than a land of forbidding 
mountain ranges and feudal war- 
lords, Afghanistan in the middle 
of the last century was making 
significant strides toward West- 
ern-style modernization. During 
the 1950s and ’60s, wrote Alan 
Taylor in The Atlantic, there was 
“a brief, relatively peaceful era, 
when modern buildings were 
constructed in Kabul alongside 
older traditional mud structures, 
when burqas became optional 
for a time, and the country ap- 
peared to be on a path toward a 
more open, prosperous society.” 
As a neutral nation in a strategic 
location, Afghanistan received 
economic aid and development 
assistance from both sides in the 
Cold War. “The Russians built 
an airport for Kabul, the Ameri- 
cans one for Kandahar,” wrote 
journalist Anthony Paul. “The 
Russians raised a massive grain 
elevator in Kabul, the Americans 
filled it with wheat. The Russians built 
the 66-mile Salang Highway through the 
Hindu Kush, the Americans countered 
with aid for the national airline.” 

In 1964, Afghanistan’s King Zahir Shah 
instituted political reforms that included the 
establishment of a legislative body, with a 
third of the members appointed by the king, 
another third elected by the people, and 
the remainder selected by provincial as- 
semblies. Zahir would be the nation’s last 
king, however, as he was deposed in 1973 
in a bloodless coup led by his cousin and 
brother-in-law General Sardar Mohammad 
Daoud, who declared Afghanistan a repub- 
lic and himself its president. As the nation’s 
prime minister in the 1950s, Daoud had 
urged closer ties with the Soviet Union, but 
as president he came to resent Moscow’s 
hand in Afghanistan’s internal politics. 

Following a state visit to Moscow, 
where he told Soviet leader Leonid 
Brezhnev that Afghanistan would remain 
independent, Daoud pursued closer rela- 
tionships with the West and with the oil- 
rich countries of Saudi Arabia and Iran. 
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He signed a bilateral military treaty with 
Egypt, another country that had distanced 
itself from Moscow. The agreement re- 
sulted in Egyptian armed forces training 
the Afghan military and police. 

Meanwhile, Daoud pursued a campaign 
against Afghan communists. The killing 
of a communist leader in early April 1978 
was followed later that month by a coup 
carried out by members of the communist 
and pro-Soviet People’s Democratic Party 
of Afghanistan (PDPA). Daoud and most 
of his family were assassinated, though the 
president’s death went unannounced at the 
time. The new communist government de- 
clared, in a bit of irony, that the president 
had “resigned for health reasons.” 


The Communist Reign of Terror 

The PDPA instituted reforms, including 
voting rights and education for women 
and the banning of forced marriages. But 
at the same time, it outlawed religious cus- 
toms and traditions and declared mosques 
off limits. Large parts of the population, 
particularly in rural areas, were in open re- 
volt, especially in the countryside where 
the laws of the new regime were seen as 
a direct attack on Islam. By spring 1979, 
rebellion had spread to 16 of the nation’s 
28 provinces, including some urban areas. 
Nearly half of the Afghan army would ei- 
ther desert or join the insurrection. 


Intelligence police and military ser- 
vices arrested tens of thousands, and 
an estimated 14,000 to 27,000 Afghanis 
were executed in the infamous Pul-e- 
Charkhi prison, east of Kabul. As the 
arrests and executions continued, the re- 
bellion increased, with Afghan soldiers 
defecting to support the insurrection. In 
December 1978, the communist gov- 
ernment signed an agreement with the 
Soviet Union to allow military support 
for the Afghan regime if the insurrection 
were supported by the U.S. Central In- 
telligence Agency. 


“From the Shadows” 

In his 1996 memoir From the Shadows, 
CIA veteran Robert Gates wrote that the 
Carter administration began considering 
the possibility of covert action to help 
the Afghan insurgents at the beginning 
of 1979. Gates, who would later become 
CIA director and still later secretary of 
defense, said the authorization Carter 
signed in July of that year was for pro- 
paganda and “other psychological opera- 
tions in Afghanistan,” including radio 
access to the Afghan population through 
third-country facilities. Further assis- 
tance would come in the form of either 
cash or nonmilitary supplies to be given 
either directly or through another coun- 
try. The effort began as a small-scale 


ud util 


AP Images 


The communist choice: Afghan security guards stand outside the notorious Pul-e-Charkhi prison 
in December 2004. An estimated 14,000 to 27,000 prisoners were executed at the prison during 
the reign of the communist People’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan. 
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activity, “somewhat more than half a 
million dollars.” By the end of August, 
the Pakistani intelligence service began 
pressing the United States for arms and 
equipment to support the insurgency. 
The administration began considering 
“enhancement options.” Gates wrote that 
that would include “funds for the Paki- 
stanis to purchase lethal military equip- 
ment for the insurgents, and providing 
a like amount of lethal equipment our- 
selves for the Pakistanis to deliver to the 
insurgents.” 

Meanwhile, the casualties in the war 
between the government and the insur- 
gents included U.S. Ambassador Adolph 
“Spike” Dubs, who was kidnapped by Is- 
lamic radicals, then killed when Afghan 
security forces, advised by the Soviet 
KGB, staged an apparent rescue effort. 
In March, a popular uprising, aided by a 
mutiny of army troops, captured the town 
of Herat, killing an uncertain number of 
Soviet agriculture and infrastructure ad- 
visors. The Kabul regime appealed to its 
Soviet allies for help, but Moscow at that 
time chose not to intervene. Government 
forces, with the help of an aerial bom- 
bardment, retook the town a week later 
in a battle that left 25,000 of the inhabit- 
ants dead. 

Turmoil within the government it- 
self continued as the popular uprisings 
grew. In September, Hafizullah Amin 
overthrew President Nur Muhammad 
Taraki, who was killed. Determined to 
crush the opposition, the new president 
declared, “The Afghans recognize only 
crude force.” Amin Saikal, professor of 
Arab and Islamic studies, wrote, “As his 
powers grew, so apparently did his crav- 
ing for personal dictatorship ... and his 
vision of the revolutionary process based 
on terror.” 

The Soviets finally decided neither 
Amin nor anyone else inside the revolving 
door of Afghanistan’s presidential palace 
had enough “crude force” to destroy the 
insurgency that threatened the survival of 
their client state. Fearful of the growing 
rebellion, and aware of its support from 
the CIA and other outside forces, the 
Soviets moved in. After killing Amin on 
their Christmas Eve arrival in Kabul, they 
replaced him with Babrak Karmal. The 
new government was under the thumb of 
the Soviets, who had “advisors” in every 
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HISTORY. 


Brzezinski boasted. “It drew the Russians 
into the Afghan trap.... On the day that 
Soviets crossed the border, I wrote to 
President Carter, saying, in essence, ‘We 
have now the opportunity of giving to the 


USSR its Vietnam War.” 


ministry. A KGB-style national intelli- 
gence service was established and quickly 
became known for its arbitrary detentions, 
harsh interrogations, and torture, with 
summary trials and executions to follow. 
The Soviet occupation swelled the ranks 
of the Mujahedeen, even as the bombing 
and killing of civilians reduced the overall 
population. By the early 1980s, more than 
five million refugees were living outside 
the country. 


Aiding the Resistance 

In addition to the public measures he an- 
nounced, Carter quietly signed a presi- 
dential finding authorizing the CIA to 
organize aid and military support to the 
Afghan resistance. The CIA began ramp- 
ing up the shipment of weapons, mainly 
through the Pakistan pipeline. After the 


invasion, Brzezinski wrote 
to Carter: “This will require 
a review of our policy toward 
Pakistan, more guarantees to 
it, more arms and, alas, a de- 
cision that our security pol- 
icy toward Pakistan cannot 
be dictated by our [nuclear] 
non-proliferation policy.” 
In other words, the United 
States would not oppose Pak- 
istan’s development of nuclear weapons as 
long as the Zia regime there, under Presi- 
dent Muhammad Zia-ul-Hagq, continued to 
support the Mujahedeen battle against the 
Soviets next door in Afghanistan. 
“During the 1980’s the agency would 
deliver several hundred thousand tons 
of weapons and ordnance to Pakistan 
for distribution to the Afghan fighters,” 
wrote Milton Bearden, a former CIA 
field officer in Afghanistan. The agency 
kept a low profile to maintain “plausible 
deniability.” With the exception of Brit- 
ish Enfield rifles, the weapons supplied 
to the Mujahedeen were made in Warsaw 
Pact countries to conceal U.S. involve- 
ment. “An additional advantage of using 
Soviet bloc weapons,” wrote Bearden, 
“was that the mujahideen could use any 
ammunition they could capture from 
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The two sides: Soviet troops take Afghanistan fighters prisoner in Vardak in 1987. 


army garrisons of the puppet Democratic 
Republic of Afghanistan — or buy, with 
American dollars, from corrupt DRA 
quartermasters or even Red Army sup- 
ply officers.” 

As the Soviet occupation grew to a 
120,000-man force, the ranks of the Mu- 
jahedeen swelled to 250,000 full- or part- 
time fighters. The coalition of countries 
supporting them grew to include Saudi 
Arabia, Egypt, and China, along with 
the United States, Great Britain, and 
Pakistan. The Saudi royal family, having 
come to power as the head of a Wahhabi 
fundamentalist movement, backed the 
Afghan insurgency, a popular cause with 
their countrymen, wrote Steve Coll, au- 
thor of Ghost Wars: the Secret History of 
the CIA. 

“Middle-class pious Saudis,” wrote 
Coll, “embraced the Afghan cause much 
as American churchgoers might respond 
to an African famine or a Turkish earth- 
quake.” As money and weapons from 
the CIA found their way to the Afghan 
resistance, Saudi Arabia matched the 
U.S. payments, dollar for dollar, wrote 
Chalmers Johnson in Dismantling the 
Empire. “They also bypassed Pakistan’s 
[Inter-Services Intelligence], sending 
funds directly to forces they favored,” 
Johnson wrote, “including the one led by 
their own pious millionaire, Osama bin 
Laden.” Private Saudi and Arab contri- 
butions to the Islamist armies, said the 
CIA’s Bearden, went up to $25 million 
a month. 


Stingers to the Rescue 

While the fighting was taking its toll on 
the occupying army, the insurgents and 
the civilian population were suffering 
far greater losses. By the mid-’80s, there 
were a million dead Afghanis, 1.5 million 
wounded, and a total of six million refu- 
gees, both within and outside the country. 
The Mujahedeen were suffering mount- 
ing casualties from heavily armored at- 
tack helicopters, prompting the Reagan 
administration to authorize the shipment 
of Stinger anti-aircraft missiles. In what 
Bearden calls a “lucky shot,” a 107-mm 
rocket landed in a government supply 
dump, setting off secondary explosions 
that destroyed “tens of thousands of tons 
of ordnance.” The first Stinger ambush 
of the war brought down three Soviet he- 
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The Islamic choice: Pakistani Taliban pose for a picture after claiming “credit” for the attack 
ona school in Peshawar, Pakistan. More than 140 were killed, most of them children. 


licopters. “Within days,” wrote Bearden, 
the setbacks for the Soviet forces were 
snowballing, with one or two aircraft per 
day falling from the skies at the end of the 
Stingers’ telltale white plumes.” 

In his February 1986 speech to the So- 
viet Communist Party, Mikhail Gorbachev 
described Afghanistan as a “bleeding 
wound,” saying he would like to withdraw 
Soviet forces “in the nearest future.” At 
the same time, U.S. intelligence received 
reports that Gorbachev gave his gener- 
als one year to bring the Afghans under 
control, using any force necessary. His re- 
placement, three months earlier, of Babrak 
Karmal with the brutal secret-police chief 
Mohammed Najibullah stiffened the Mu- 
jahedeen resistance. 

On April 14, 1988, the Soviet Union 
signed the Geneva Accords, setting a 
deadline for the withdrawal of all Soviet 
forces from Afghanistan by February 15, 
1989. The agreement marked the end, in 
theory, of all outside military support to 
either side in the continuing war between 
the Mujahedeen and the communist Dem- 
ocratic Republic of Afghanistan (DRA). 

The Soviets listed their human losses 
from the war at 13,310 dead, 35,478 
wounded, and 311 missing. For the Af- 
ghans, the casualties were in the millions. 
According to Kirill Koktysh of the Mos- 
cow Institute of International Relations, 
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the war wiped out half of Afghanistan’s 
agriculture and 70 percent of its paved 
roads. Some 5,000 of the country’s 15,000 
villages were destroyed or ruined from 
damage to roads and wells. 

In April 1992, the Mujahedeen took 
Kabul, killed Najibullah, and declared 
what passed for victory. Ethnic and tribal 
warfare soon broke out again, however, 
and out of the chaos a new faction of 
militant Islam called the Taliban (from a 
Pashto word meaning “students’’) arose 
and gained control over East Afghani- 
stan. In 1996, they captured Kabul and 
made Afghanistan a home base and train- 
ing ground for bin Laden and his al-Qa- 
eda followers. The Taliban remained in 
power until overthrown by U.S. forces in 
2001 after the terrorist attacks of Septem- 
ber 11. 

Though U.S. combat units have been 
withdrawn, more than 10,000 American 
troops remain in Afghanistan and are like- 
ly to be there for another decade or longer. 
The weapons we supplied the Mujahedeen 
were turned on Americans, killing 4,493 
and wounding 32,021 in the longest war 
in U.S. history, costing somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $1 trillion. 

The “secret operation” for drawing the 
Soviets into a ruinous war in Afghanistan 
turned out to be a costly one for the United 
States as well. 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Papa John’s Stands By 
Pizza Delivery Person 


Pizza delivery drivers are routine targets 
of criminals since they typically carry 
large amounts of cash. WSBTV.com out 
of Atlanta, Georgia, reported on January 
13 about a Papa John’s Pizza driver who 
showed some criminals that the drivers 
sometimes fight back. 

Captain Stephen Fore of the DeKalb 
County Police Department said that a fe- 
male pizza delivery driver was called to 
a location for a pizza delivery but was 
instead confronted by a man with a hand- 
gun. Fore told WSBTV.com that the driver 
“arrived at the location and a male began 
approaching the vehicle she thought was 
there to pick up the pizza.... When he got to 
her he produced a handgun and forced her 
out of the vehicle and on to the ground.” 
Fortunately, the driver had her own pistol 
in her pocket and had the courage to reach 
for it and fire at the armed robber. The shot 
hit the attacker in the face, and police later 
located 24-year-old Donquaz Stevenson in 
the yard of a nearby home suffering from 
the wound. Captain Fore told WSBTV. 
com that the gun might have saved her life. 
“She had no other choice. She must have 
been in fear for her life and she reacted.” 

An accomplice of the injured robber 
was able to commandeer the driver’s ve- 
hicle and drive away before the police ar- 
rived. Authorities are still looking for the 
second suspect. Stevenson is recovering 
from his wound and has been charged with 
armed robbery. 

WSBTV.com reported that the mother of 
the pizza delivery driver told the station that 
the driver was shaken up by the event and 
worried she would lose her job since Papa 
John’s has a strict policy prohibiting em- 
ployees from carrying guns while working. 

Fox News would later report that the 
Papa John’s Pizza franchise stood by the 
actions of the pizza delivery woman who 
opened fire in an act of self-defense. The 
company has said the woman will not be 
fired for her actions. Papa John’s does 
prohibit its employees, including delivery 
drivers, from carrying firearms while on 
the job, but the pizza giant said she would 
not be let go from the company and in- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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stead will be reassigned to another role. 
“The safety of Papa John’s employees is a 
top priority for our company.... Company 
policy prohibits employees from utilizing 
firearms in the performance of their duties. 
We plan no changes to our current policy, 
which is designed to protect customers and 
employees.... Upon investigation and con- 
sidering the specific facts of the situation, 
we have reassigned the employee to work 
in the store and are offering her counseling 
to help her recuperate from the incident,” 
the company said in an e-mail to Fox News. 


Second Time 
Is Not the Charm 


The Fox affiliate out of Warrior, Alabama, 
reported on December 15 about some 
criminals who returned to the scene of the 
crime and paid the price. WBRC report- 
ed that a family’s house was burglarized 
the previous week and that the criminals 
apparently decided to attempt to rob the 
same house again. 

In the earlier burglary, surveillance video 
at the home of the Wyatt family showed a 
woman knocking on the door, and after 
there was no answer, a male accomplice 
kicked the door open and the intruders then 
helped themselves to several of the Wyatt 
family’s Christmas presents. The footage 
then showed the burglars, three in total, 
fleeing in a black pickup truck. 

Two days later, Sarah Wyatt called police 
to inform them that her husband, Chris, had 
found the suspects who had broken in to 
their house and was holding them at gun- 
point. Chris Wyatt told WBRC that the sus- 
pects “happened to drive by and we seen 
[sic] them drive by and we knew it was 
them and we stopped them.” The Wyatts 
were home when they saw the vehicle from 
the surveillance video drive down their 
rural road. Mr. Wyatt immediately recog- 
nized them and followed the suspects’ ve- 
hicle before blocking them in. Chris Wyatt 
told local law enforcement that he held the 
suspects at gunpoint until police could ar- 
rive on the scene. He told WBRC that the 
suspects “tried to say that they were lost 
and we corrected them where they were.” 
Authorities arrived shortly afterward and 


took the suspects into custody. Police did 
find some stolen items inside the suspects’ 
truck. The suspects have been charged with 
third-degree burglary and second-degree 
theft of property. The Wyatt family is hop- 
ing that the other items stolen from their 
home will be recovered as well. “Sure hope 
so, if they don’t at least we’re all safe and 
in one piece and they are off the street for 
now,” Sarah Wyatt told WBRC. 


“Shoot House” 


The CBS affiliate WTSP out of St. Peters- 
burg, Florida, reported on January 14 about 
a new concept to prepare gun owners for 
armed self-defense in their homes. The idea 
is called the “Shoot House,” which allows 
shooting simulations in a house-like envi- 
ronment, and it’s based in Sarasota, Florida. 
Marc Pezella, owner of Advanced Defen- 
sive Concepts and one of the instructors at 
the Shoot House, told WTSP that you “will 
have to react to whatever happens.... just like 
[a] real life situation but you don’t die, you 
practice and you learn.” The Shoot House 
concept is based on active shooter training 
that military and law enforcement receive, 
but it’s geared to the average citizen. 
WTSP reported about a woman who 
was going through the Shoot House rou- 
tine. She was armed with a Glock modi- 
fied to shoot plastic rounds filled with 
paint. The paint pellets allow the users to 
see where their shots went, after the simu- 
lations are done. The woman acted out a 
routine where an intruder was breaking in 
to her home. She used her Glock to shoot 
a man posing as an intruder, but Pezella 
pointed out that the woman shot too low 
to actually disable the man. Pezella ex- 
plained that the woman hesitated “but that 
is normal.... That’s what the scenarios do 
... put you in real speed real time situation 
and you have to react.” Pezella explained 
that with more instruction, the woman will 
be programmed to react the proper way. 
“It’s truly the next level of self-defense,” 
Pezella told WTSP. The Shoot House will 
have its grand opening on February 14, 
and classes cost $200 dollars for a three- to 
four-hour course for one person and $350 
dollars for a family of four. 
—PATRICK KREY 
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Feds Regulate the 
Emissions of Others 


ITEM: The New York Times for January 
14, 2015, reported: “In President Obama’s 
latest move using executive authority to 
tackle climate change, White House of- 
ficials on Wednesday announced plans to 
impose new regulations on the oil and gas 
industry s emissions of methane, a power- 
ful greenhouse gas. The administration s 
goal is to cut methane emissions from oil 
and gas production by up to 45 percent by 
2025 from the levels recorded in 2012. 

As the Times noted, the “Environmen- 
tal Protection Agency will issue the pro- 
posed regulations this summer, and final 
regulations by 2016.” 

ITEM: Other regulatory developments in- 
volve regulations dealing with carbon di- 
oxide. The Obama administration, reported 
the Associated Press on January 7, 2015, 
said that “it would delay for months a final 
rule to control carbon dioxide emissions at 
new coal-fired power plants, thwarting for 
now one way the Republican-controlled 
Congress could have blocked the adminis- 
trations plans on global warming.” 

ITEM: The website for Climate Progress 
published a piece about an attempt to rein 
in federal regulators on January 14, 2015; 
the item is entitled “House Passes Bill To 
Make Everything Harder And Worse.” 
Wrote Ari Phillips: 


The Regulatory Accountability Act 
(RAA), which the House passed on 
Tuesday, is ostensibly aimed at cut- 
ting costly regulations imposed by 
federal and independent agencies, but 
it would actually make it much more 
difficult to pass and enforce protective 
measures overseen by the government. 
“Tt is actually a stealth attack on 
all the various statutes Congress 
has passed over the last 40 years to 
protect public health environmental 
quality,” according to Ronald White, 
director of Regulatory Policy at the 
Center for Effective Government. 


Irem: The Hill, a newspaper published 
in Washington, D.C., in an article dated 
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Problem: Natural gas is burned — flared — when oil wells are drilled away from natural gas pipes 
or, as is commonly the case, when the pipes are at full capacity. Both the oil industry and states with 
oil are trying to end the waste, but the federal government is going to regulate it anyway. 


January 12, 2015, reported that the presi- 
dent had threatened to veto the regula- 
tory bill. The newspaper quoted a state- 
ment from the White House that asserted: 
The Regulatory Accountability Act would 
impose unprecedented and unnecessary 
procedural requirements on agencies,” 
said the policy statement. “It would also 
create needless regulatory and legal un- 
certainty and further impede the imple- 
mentation of protections for the American 
public.” 

CORRECTION: Well, isn’t that quaint? 
The initiators of hundreds of thousands 
of pages of federal regulations apparently 
have a problem when required to deal with 
“unnecessary procedural requirements.” 

Join the club. 

Still, you have to feel for the noble red- 
tape dispensers, one supposes. After all, it 
must be awkward for two-faced people to 
put their best face forward. 

Key targets of the federal regulators 
these days include methane emissions and 
“carbon pollution” — the fashionable term 
employed to attack CO,, also known as a 
colorless, odorless gas that is part of the 
atmosphere, is breathed out by animals 
(including humans), and is used by plants 
in photosynthesis. 


This is not to say that emissions from, 
say, power plants, are risk-free. But also 
risky are the myriad and generally uncon- 
stitutional edicts imposed via regulations, 
tules, executive orders, and presidential 
“memoranda.” The restrictions inflicted 
by Washington are also, more often than 
not, counterproductive as well as being 
exceedingly expensive. 

The coming federal assault on methane 
emissions, for instance, is likely to impair 
the recent progress made in energy pro- 
duction in the United States, say those 
who work in the field. Yet, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency itself has re- 
cently noted that methane emissions from 
hydraulic fracturing in this country have 
fallen by 73 percent since 2011. 

Even without the regulatory equivalent 
of cattle-prodding, producers have been 
bringing down the emission levels. Why? 
It’s self-interest at work when markets are 
allowed to operate. This economic fact of 
life was commented upon as far back as 
1759 by Adam Smith, who famously ob- 
served: “It is not from the benevolence of 
the butcher, the brewer, or the baker that 
we expect our dinner, but from their regard 
to their own interest.” 

A 2014 University of Texas study, 
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backed by the Environmental Defense 
Fund, a left-wing advocacy group, con- 
cluded that methane emissions were 10 
percent lower than when measured by the 
same research team the year before. 

The White House doesn’t even pretend 
to know how much the fresh rules would 
cost; it’s so much easier to just have the 
Environmental Protection Agency and 
other federal entities demand a reduction 
of methane emissions of up to 45 percent. 
Yet, consider what is already taking place. 
As noted by Jack Gerard, the president and 
CEO of the American Petroleum Institute: 


As oil and natural gas production has 
risen dramatically, methane emis- 
sions have fallen thanks to industry 
leadership and investment in new 
technologies. And even with that 
knowledge, the White House has 
singled out oil and natural gas for 
regulation, where methane emissions 
represent only two percent of total 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
Emissions will continue to fall 
as operators innovate and find new 
ways to capture and deliver more 
methane to consumers, and existing 
EPA and state regulations are work- 
ing. Another layer of burdensome 
requirements could actually slow 
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down industry progress to reduce 
methane emissions. 


The president of the Institute for Energy 
Research — no fan of the Obama admin- 
istration’s “climate change” campaign and 
other environmental positions — comes to 
a similar conclusion, saying: “EPA’s pro- 
posed methane regulation is redundant, 
costly and unnecessary.” As IER’s Thomas 
Pyle has commented: “Energy producers 
are already reducing methane emissions 
because methane is a valuable commodity. 
It would be like issuing regulations forcing 
ice cream makers to spill less ice cream.” 
As is typical, the “mainstream” media 
tried to make the administration’s position 
seem “centrist.” Of course, as the campaign 
continues, the “center” gets moved leftward. 
The Los Angeles Times, for instance, 
took note of complaints from what it called 
“climate change activists” with the Clean 
Air Task Force, “a group that has been lob- 
bying the administration to target meth- 
ane,” for not immediately regulating exist- 
ing oil and gas equipment nationwide and 
not “using the full range of powers under 
the Clean Air Act to cut these emissions.” 
But there are impacts of over-regulat- 
ing that aren’t always readily apparent. In 
many cases, the main effect has to do with 
what does not occur: development. How 


Oil man’s view: Alaska and Texas collect nearly 99 percent of natural gas that is released from oil 
wells, and other states are constantly increasing collection. So Jack Gerard, the president and CEO 
of the American Petroleum Institute, believes new federal rules will merely hamper development. 
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about the life-saving drugs that are not 
developed because bungling bureaucrats 
establish too many roadblocks? Ironical- 
ly, some of the products that government 
regulations have stymied could have been 
used by the demonized oil and gas sector 
against toxic waste. 

Stymied biotech advances is an area 
that concerns Henry I. Miller, a physician 
and molecular biologist who is a research 
fellow at Stanford University’s Hoover In- 
stitution. In the Wall Street Journal on Jan- 
uary 13, 2015, in an article entitled “Regu- 
lators Put the Brakes on Biotech,” Miller 
discusses “biopharming.” He observes, 
“Thanks to EPA’s policies, which discrim- 
inate against organisms modified with the 
most precise and predictable techniques, 
the high hopes for genetically engineered 
‘biorational’ microbial pesticides and 
microorganisms to clean up toxic wastes 
have evaporated.” He also notes that the 
“once-promising biotechnology area that 
uses genetic engineering techniques to 
induce crops such as corn, tomatoes and 
tobacco to produce high concentrations of 
high-value pharmaceuticals (one of which 
is the Ebola drug, ZMapp) — is moribund 
because of the Agriculture Department’s 
extraordinary regulatory burdens.” 

There is similar federal regulatory over- 
kill taking place throughout the economy. 
In an attempt to take a step in the other 
direction, the House Republicans in the 
new Congress have again passed a regula- 
tory relief measure (having been stopped 
from moving the bill any further during the 
last two years when the Democrats ran the 
Senate). One of the main sponsors of the 
Regulatory Accountability Act of 2015 is 
Representative Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.). 

When he reintroduced the measure in 
early January, Goodlatte noted that Amer- 
icans today “face a burden of over $3 tril- 
lion from federal taxation and regulation.” 
He pointed out that the federal regulatory 
bill alone “is larger than the 2013 Gross 
Domestic Product of all but the top ten 
countries in the world.” 

One of the gladiators in the anti-regula- 
tory arena is Wayne Crews of the Compet- 
itive Enterprise Institute. Each year Crews 
pulls together a report for CEI called “Ten 
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Thousand Commandments: An Annual 
Snapshot of the Federal Regulatory State.” 
In the 2014 version, as he noted in a piece 
for Forbes last summer, he calculated that 
“the cost of federal economic, environ- 
mental and health and safety regulation 
is around $1.86 trillion annually, based 
largely upon government data.” 

That is, he noted, “more than half the 
size of President Obama’s recent $3.9 
trillion federal budget proposal, and it’s 
greater than the entire federal budget was 
back in the 1990s.” The regulatory cost 
for the average household ($14,974) is 
“more than the average household spends 
on health care, food, transportation, enter- 
tainment, clothes — on everything except 
housing,” said Crews. 

Over the years, the Obama administra- 
tion has managed to tote up more than 
468,000 pages of rules in the Federal Reg- 
ister, the daily compendium of the pro- 
posed and final administrative regulations 
of federal agencies. There were 2,375 new 
tules still in the works at the end of the 
year set to be rolled out when the calendar 
turned to 2015, according to the calcula- 
tions of Crews, CEI’s vice president for 
policy. There were 79,066 pages printed 
in the Federal Register over the course of 
last year. Or, to be conservative, just 78,978 
when the blank pages were not counted. 
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Regulatory emissions spew incessant- 
ly, with some 300 regulations being dis- 
gorged in the first week of this year alone. 

All manner of human activity is cov- 
ered, some of more significance than 
others. Much is outside the purview of a 
federal government acting properly within 
the strictures of the Constitution. A goodly 
number of outrageous regulatory actions 
that took place in 2014 were compiled by a 
pair of Heritage Foundation experts at the 
end of the year. Here are a few (as summa- 
rized by James Gattuso and Diane Katz) 
out of a much longer compilation: 


In its quest to replace cheap and 
reliable fossil fuels with costly and 
unreliable “renewables,” the EPA in 
June unveiled new restrictions on 
so-called greenhouse gas emissions 
from existing power plants. These 
hugely expensive regulations are all 
the more maddening for accomplish- 
ing virtually nothing to affect the cli- 
mate or protect human health... 

Woe to any business disfavored 
by the Department of Justice. Under 
“Operation Chokepoint,” federal 
regulators have been leaning hard on 
banks to end ties with enterprises that 
the government doesn’t like, including 
payday lenders, firearms dealers and 


credit repair services. These business- 
es are perfectly legal, but the DOJ’s 
efforts to close them down are not.... 
New regulations on mortgage fi- 
nancing took effect in January, com- 
pliments of Dodd-Frank. Virtually 
every aspect of financing a home — 
including mortgage options, eligibil- 
ity standards, and even the structure 
and schedule of payments — is now 
governed by the Consumer Finance 
Protection Bureau. Alas, critics’ pre- 
dictions about the restrictions are 
proving correct: Mortgage lending is 
running at its lowest level in 13 years, 
and 2014 will be the worst year for 
mortgage volume since 2000. 


A final example (published by the online 
Daily Signal) is yet another instance of the 
government polluting the U.S. economy. 
The Heritage analysts pointed out that 
ozone levels “have dropped significantly 
during the past three decades, reflecting 
the overall improvement in air quality. 
Nonetheless, the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency has proposed more stringent 
ozone standards that would cost tens of 
billions of dollars, making it perhaps the 
most costly regulation ever imposed.” 

When the White House was trying to 
explain its rationale for the veto threat of 
the regulatory accountability legislation, 
it claimed that the measure would “under- 
mine” the federal regulators with “unnec- 
essary procedural steps that seem designed 
simply to impede the regulatory develop- 
ment process.” Can you imagine the furious 
and indignant reaction if a company official 
dared to say that his firm didn’t want to fol- 
low the directions of Congress because it 
would impede its business process? 

At the same time, a spokesman for the 
White House laid out a presumptuous pro- 
nouncement about how there is a way “for 
us to take steps that are both good for the 
planet and good for the economy.” 

Here’s another method to help that 
won’t take thousands of pages: Get out of 
the way so businesses can get more orders 
from customers — and fewer from the fed- 
eral government. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY JACK KENNY 


Hillary, Jeb, and Elian Gonzalez 


he professional table 
| setters have planned 
the next electoral din- 
ner, the political soiree to be 
presented to us as mere spec- 
tators in 2016 as the contest 
between Hillary Clinton and 
Jeb Bush. Whoever wins 
will, of course, take the oath 
of office to preserve, protect, 
and defend the Constitution of 
the United States. To either of 
them, that oath will mean not 
a blessed, doggone thing. 

Mrs. Clinton, the former 
first lady, U.S. senator, and 
secretary of state, announced 
the last time she ran for presi- 
dent that she wanted to be 
the “commander in chief of 
the economy” from “day one” of her presidency. That suggests 
that, for all of her impressive resumé, she does not have clue 
one about the powers of the president under the Constitution. 
The president is commander in chief of the armed forces, not of 
the economy. We do not have a command economy. We have 
a mostly free-market economy, no thanks to Mrs. Clinton and 
others of her ideological bent. The Soviet Union had a command 
economy, and how did that work out for the Russkies? 

Hillary Rodham Clinton, the promised co-president in her 
husband’s administration, no doubt played a key role in bring- 
ing Janet Reno into the Cabinet as the nation’s first female 
attorney general. Reno was in office barely a month when 
she resolved the conflict with the Branch Davidians in Waco, 
Texas, by turning the wood frame buildings of the Davidian 
“compound” into raging infernos, killing 82 people, including 
more than a dozen children under the age of five. “Black lives 
matter” is the catch phrase of our day. Branch Davidian lives 
apparently did not. 

But Janet “El” Reno went on to greater glory. When the Cuban 
government demanded the return of child escapee Elian Gonzalez, 
Attomey General Reno acted as Girl Friday for Cuba’s “El Supre- 
mo,” the notorious Fidel Castro. Gonzalez, the six-year-old whose 
mother died on the high seas in bringing her child to freedom, was 
wanted by his father, who remained in Cuba. During an involved 
legal struggle, Reno brought an abrupt end to the judicial process 
by ordering a pre-dawn Gestapo-style raid on the Gonzalez home 
in Miami, breaking down the door with riot-geared storm troopers 
and seizing the frightened child at gunpoint. Soon after, he was 
retumed to the island prison that is Cuba. 

President Clinton approved of the action. If Mrs. Clinton dis- 
agreed, she uttered no public comment to indicate a trace of 
dissent. George W. Bush, then the governor of Texas and the 
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presumptive GOP presiden- 
tial nominee that year, offered 
a pathetic protest, saying 
that custody disputes should 
be resolved in the calm of a 
courtroom and not “in the 
terror of middle-of-the-night 
raids.” Thank you, Oliver 
Wendell Bush. 

The future president’s 
brother, Florida Governor 
Jeb Bush, issued a bulletin on 
the state of his heart, saying 
he was “deeply disappointed 
and heartbroken” at the use of 
force to capture the child. 

“Elian’s reunion with his 
father should not have hap- 
pened this way,” Jeb Bush 
said in Tallahassee. “This 
matter could have been resolved without using force to extract 
Elian from the home of his Miami relatives.” 

“To treat his as if it were a hostage situation, I think shows 
disrespect for people who love that child,” said Bush, who also 
indicated he felt an agreement was close before the raid occurred. 

Joe Carollo, the mayor of Miami at the time and one who prob- 
ably had no presidential ambitions, was less guarded and more 
candid in his description of what had occurred. “They came in 
with machine guns, they came in gassing people,” the mayor said. 
“This is America. This is not Cuba, this is not Hitler’s old Germa- 
ny. This boy did not have to be taken out in such a shameful way.” 

Republican Congressman Lincoln-Diaz-Balart of Florida 
called the raid “an Orwellian monstrosity.” House Majority 
Whip Tom Delay (R-Texas) referred to the armed raiders of the 
Gonzalez home as “jack-booted thugs.” Republican members 
of Congress promised hearings, but as was the case with the 
slaughter at Waco, nothing really came of it. 

But what should we think of either Mrs. Clinton or Jeb Bush 
from their reactions to the Gestapo raid on the Gonzalez home 
in “Little Havana’’? Did they show the type of outrage we ought 
to have expected of lovers of freedom? Did Jeb Bush oppose 
with manly vigor the subversion of law and order by the federal 
forces in the sovereign state of which he was the putative gov- 
ernor? Did he raise the banner of state rights against the military 
invasion of his state? Andrew Jackson, he was — and is — not. 

Hillary Clinton is presented as a champion of women’s 
rights, but surely not of the rights of a woman who gave her 
life to give her son a chance to live in freedom. The actions of 
the attorney general, doing the bidding of the bearded Cuban 
dictator, showed the tepid nature of the type of devotion to 
freedom we may expect from either a Jeb Bush or a Hillary 
Clinton presidency. 


AP Images 
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Choose Freedom 
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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of more money 
from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty not being threatened. 
The reality is exactly the opposite. These three pamphlets illustrate the deceptions 
and what can be done to fight them. 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, a book by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, documents the 
history behind the New World Order. It explores the history of the world federalist 
and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as expos- 
ing proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 


Free Trade: Promises and Reality PFTPAR 212pp, $16.95) BKWF181 
What's the Real Price of Free Trade? PRPFT i 9 
Not-So-Free TRADE Big a Isn't Free Trade Good for Everyone? — Pamphlet 


(2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 
1,000+/$0.10ea) 


How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 

Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by educating the non- 
expert about the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for opposing two such 
agreements (the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership) that are currently being negotiated, and providing tools and an action plan 
for preventing congressional approval. (2013, 25pp, pb booklet, 1/$2.95; 10-24/$2.00ea; 
25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100-999/$0.75ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) BKLTHFTAAY 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 
Author of International Merger by Foreign Entanglements, JBS CEO Arthur Thompson 
offers an overview of the agenda behind so-called free trade. Great for a giveaway 
at educational events, recruiting, and for introducing the topic of the “free trade” 
agenda. (2014, 16min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDITAF 


A perfect easy-to-mail pamphlet that you can share with anyone to introduce them 
to the dangers of so-called free trade agreements. Buy in bulk to get the biggest 
discount, so you can distribute them to decision makers in your community. (2014, 
1-9/$.50ea; 10-24/$.45ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100-999/$.35ea; 1,000+/$.30ea) PFTGE 


How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 
This special report of THE NEw AMERICAN magazine explains how the decep- 
tive “free trade” agenda is threatening our national independence, our per- 
sonal freedoms, and our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, 1/$1.00; 100+$0.25) 
TNA136962 


Secretly Trading Away 

Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and politi- 
cal integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim 
nations. (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPSTAOI 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 

Sho p| JIBS. org = Mail completed form to: 

ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
. APPLETON, WI 54912 

Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org oe 

Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 uruer unine 

Name 

Address 

WIRESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING/HANDLING i . 
SUBTOTAL RESIDENTS ADD RE ow = TOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. QO Check QO VISA O Discover fees 2 ae 

Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express VISAMG Discover American Express 


Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 


$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopdBS = ———— 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


Signature 158216 


MANAGEMENT 
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va 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


